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1.0

INTRODUCTION

1.1 PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to present the results of the Phase Il Groundwater
Investigation completed by Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA), on behalf of the
Performing Settling Defendants (PSDs) at the Himco Site, located in Elkhart, Indiana.

The Himco Site is a National Priorities List (NPL) site that is being remediated pursuant
to a Consent Decree (Civil Action No. 2:07cv304 (TS)) (CD). The Statement of Work
(SOW), included as Appendix B of the CD, specified the Remedial Action requirements
for the Site. The SOW requires groundwater investigations to the east and southeast of
the Himco Site and the implementation of a Groundwater Monitoring Program. CRA,
on behalf of the PSDs, prepared a Remedial Design Work Plan that combined the East
and Southeast Groundwater Investigations and the Groundwater Monitoring Program
into a three-Phase Groundwater Investigation that builds incrementally to address the
groundwater investigation and monitoring requirements of the SOW.

CRA completed the Phase I Groundwater Investigation in 2008 and 2009. The Phase I

Groundwater Investigation consisted of:

* Historic data compilation

* Existing monitoring well reconnaissance and survey
* Baseline groundwater monitoring

* Phase I vertical aquifer sampling (VAS)

* The Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program

CRA submitted the Phasel Groundwater Investigation Report to the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) in May 2009. The Phase I Groundwater
Investigation included recommendations for the scope of the Phase Il Groundwater
Investigation. USEPA provided comments on the Phase I Groundwater Investigation
Report in a letter dated August 12, 2009. CRA responded to these comments in a letter
dated October 20, 2009 and USEPA approved the recommendations for the Phase Il
Groundwater Investigation in a letter dated December 23, 2009.

The Himco Site Trust implemented the Phase II Groundwater Investigation in 2010.

0389611 (29)
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1.2 BACKGROUND

The Site is a closed, unlicensed landfill located at the intersection of County Road 10 and
the John Weaver Parkway (formerly Nappanee Street Extension) in Cleveland
Township, Elkhart County, Indiana. The Site is approximately 60 acres in size, and
accepted waste such as household refuse, construction rubble, medical waste, and
calcium sulfate between 1960 and 1976. The landfill was closed in 1976.

Figure 1.1 shows the Site location. Figure 1.2 shows the layout of the Site, including
property boundaries.

The Site consists of two major areas: the landfill, which is covered with calcium sulfate
and a layer of sand, and the 4-acre construction debris area (CDA), located on the
northern portion of seven residential properties and one commercial property that front
onto County Road 10.

The Site was proposed for the NPL in 1988 and was placed on the NPL in 1990. The
Remedial Design/Remedial Action (RD/RA) is being conducted pursuant to the CD,
which became effective on November 27, 2007. The lead Agency for the Site is the
USEPA Region 5. The Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) is
the support Agency.

Section 11, Paragraph 4.3 of the SOW describes the requirements for the groundwater
investigation east and southeast of the Site. The purpose of the investigation is to
delineate the contaminant plume emanating from the Site that may potentially be
impacting the adjacent aquifer and water supply wells. The East and Southeast
Groundwater Investigation and the Groundwater Monitoring Program were combined.
Information regarding groundwater quality and groundwater flow directions from both
areas is useful for interpreting local hydrogeologic conditions.

Section 1, Paragraph 5 of the SOW describes the requirements for the Groundwater
Monitoring Program intended to characterize the nature and extent of groundwater
contamination beneath the Site. A network of 39 monitoring wells was described in the
Supplemental Site Investigation/Site Characterization Report (USEPA, 2002) (SSI).

Section II, Paragraph 5.1 of the SOW states that the PSDs will submit a groundwater
monitoring plan as part of the RD Work Plan, which will address the frequency of
sampling, the wells to be sampled, and laboratory analyses to be performed. The SOW
also requires that the wells be segregated into wells for detection monitoring and wells
for compliance monitoring. Paragraph 5.1.4 further states that all groundwater wells
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associated with the Site shall be monitored for 10 years, but that an alternate schedule
may be used if approved by USEPA.

CRA used VAS techniques during the Phase I Groundwater Investigation to characterize
the variations in contaminant distribution with depth in the thick sand aquifer sequence
underlying the Site. CRA used VAS at the Site to address this data gap and to ensure
that any new monitoring wells are installed to the appropriate depths.

CRA will complete the groundwater investigation at the Site in phases based on the
portion of the Site under investigation and the target depths of the investigation. A
phased approach permits information collected during the initial stages of the
investigation to guide subsequent phases of the investigation. The Phase I Groundwater
Investigation included VAS at selected monitoring well locations to investigate the
horizontal and vertical extent of groundwater contamination to a depth of
approximately 150 feet below ground surface. CRA collected hydraulic monitoring data
during the Phase I Groundwater Investigation to evaluate the groundwater flow regime
in the vicinity of the Site and to guide future plume delineation. CRA completed
groundwater sampling of the existing wells to characterize groundwater quality beneath
the Site.

The objectives of the groundwater investigations are to:

i) Delineate the horizontal and vertical extent of groundwater impact from the
landfill around the perimeter of the landfill

ii) Delineate 1,2-dichloropropane detected in a sample from the residential well at
54305 Westwood Drive, immediately east of the Site

iii) Delineate an appropriate buffer zone east of the Site
iv) Delineate groundwater contaminants that may have migrated south of the Site
V) Provide information required to design an appropriate monitoring well network

The Phase I Groundwater Investigation was the first stage of data collection and analysis
and consisted of the following tasks:

* Historic data compilation
* Monitoring well reconnaissance and survey
* Baseline groundwater sampling

« VAS
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The Phase 11 Groundwater consisted of the following tasks:

* Additional VAS

* New monitoring well installation

The Phase I Groundwater Investigation VAS focused on the southern and eastern edges
of the landfill and downgradient areas to the south, southeast and east, and was limited
to 150 feet in depth. Monitoring wells were installed at the Phase I VAS locations during
the Phase Il Groundwater Investigation. The VAS portion of the Phase Il Groundwater
Investigation focused on the southeast corner of the Site and downgradient to the
southeast. The target depth of some of the Phase II VAS boreholes was Bedrock, to
investigate hydrogeologic conditions beneath the bottom depth of the Phase I VAS. The
results of the Phase Il Groundwater Investigation further refined the horizontal and
vertical delineation of any plumes emanating from the Site, refined the definition of
background groundwater quality, and defined appropriate locations and depths for

sentry monitoring wells.

CRA completes quarterly groundwater monitoring at the Site on behalf of the PSDs.
The Himco Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report (CRA, 2010) included groundwater
monitoring data collected between April 2009 and February 2010. This Phase Il
Groundwater Investigation report includes data collected during the routine quarterly
groundwater monitoring completed in June 2010. At the completion of two years of
quarterly groundwater monitoring, CRA will evaluate the scope and frequency of
routine groundwater monitoring at the Site and will rationalize the groundwater

monitoring program.

CRA collected vertical aquifer samples using the SimulProbe® groundwater sampling
tool, which collects a grab sample of groundwater directly from the aquifer. This
approach differs from the low flow groundwater samples collected from the monitoring
wells during routine groundwater quality monitoring. The most significant difference is
that the low flow groundwater sampling minimizes sample turbidity, while the
SimulProbe® samples are typically turbid. Sample turbidity may bias metals results
high. CRA compared the analytical results for groundwater samples collected from the
Phase II monitoring wells to the analytical results for corresponding Phasel VAS
groundwater samples to evaluate this potential bias.

CRA has uploaded the database into an in-house software tool called e:DAT (electronic
data access tool). The e:DAT for this Site can also be used to access aerial imagery,
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stratigraphic logs and relevant well construction diagrams. Appendix A includes a copy
of the e:DAT.

1.3 REPORT ORGANIZATION

This report includes the following sections:

* Section 2.0 describes the Phase II Groundwater Investigation activities and routine
groundwater monitoring activities completed at the Site

* Section 3.0 provides an updated discussion of Site hydrogeologic conditions beneath
the Site based on the results of the Phase Il Groundwater Investigation and discusses
the results of the groundwater elevation monitoring

* Section 4.0 discusses groundwater quality data collected in June 2010

* Section 5.0 compares the groundwater quality sample results from the Phase Il
monitoring wells to the corresponding Phase I VAS groundwater screening data

» Section 6.0 discusses the results of the Phase Il VAS

* Section 7.0 presents a summary of the data gap analysis and the proposed scope of
work for the Phase Il Groundwater Investigation

* Section 8.0 presents references cited in this report
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2.0

INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITIES

21 INTRODUCTION

This section describes the scope of groundwater monitoring activities completed at the
Site during the Phase II Groundwater Investigation.

2.2 GROUNDWATER ELEVATION MONITORING

CRA completed the initial round of groundwater elevation monitoring on October 27,
2008. CRA inventoried the existing monitoring well network prior to the water level
round and Table2.1 is a summary of the status of the existing and the Phase Il

monitoring wells in the vicinity of the Site.

CRA has completed quarterly groundwater elevation monitoring rounds since
October 2008. Data collected between the first quarter (Q1) and sixth quarter (Q6) were
discussed in previous reports. Section 3.0 provides the results of the groundwater
elevation monitoring completed on June 14, 2010 as part of the seventh quarterly (Q7)

monitoring round.

2.3 GROUNDWATER QUALITY MONITORING

CRA completed a Baseline Groundwater Sampling round from October 28, 2008 through
November 6, 2008 and on November 18 and 19, 2008. The purpose of this sampling was
to determine if the wells are capable of providing representative groundwater samples
and to establish baseline groundwater quality conditions. Baseline Groundwater
Sampling round represents the first routine quarterly groundwater quality monitoring
round (QT1).

CRA completed the initial round of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program in
February 2009. The following are the dates of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring
Program sampling events CRA has completed at the Site to date:

* Interim Monitoring Groundwater Program (Q2) - February 9 to February 19, 2009

* Interim Monitoring Groundwater Program (Q3) - April 29 to May 6, 2009

* Interim Monitoring Groundwater Program (Q4) - August 4 to August 18, 2009

* Interim Monitoring Groundwater Program (Q5) - November 3 to November 11, 2009
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* Interim Monitoring Groundwater Program (Q6) - February 23 to March 4, 2010
* Interim Monitoring Groundwater Program (Q7) - June 15 to June 24, 2010

The primary goal of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program is to characterize the
nature and extent of groundwater contamination beneath the Site. The Interim
Groundwater Monitoring Program will be completed on a quarterly basis for two years.
The results of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program will be provided to the
USEPA after two years (eight quarterly events) are completed, at which time the scope
and frequency of any further groundwater monitoring will be proposed.

Table 2.2 lists the monitoring wells included in the Interim Groundwater Monitoring
Program. The WT] monitoring well nest (shown on Figure 1.2) was included in the
Baseline Groundwater Sampling round and the Q2 (February 2009) through the Q6 2009
(November 2009) Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program, until USEPA agreed that it
was appropriate to discontinue groundwater quality monitoring at this location. As
noted on Table 2.2, the Trust did not have access to the background monitoring wells
(WT102A, WT102B, and WT102C) and four of the monitoring wells along the northern
Site boundary (WT112A, WT112B, WT113A, and WT113B) in June 2010. As USEPA is
aware, the property owner (D&]J Realty) denied the PSDs access to these wells as of
June 2010.

As additional monitoring wells are installed in the course of groundwater investigations
they are incorporated into the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program. The
monitoring wells installed during the Phase Il Groundwater Investigation were included
in the Q7 June 2010 round of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program.

Table 2.3 provides the parameter list for the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program.
The parameter list includes Target Compound List (TCL) semi-volatile organic
compounds (SVOCs), TCL volatile organic compounds (VOCs), Target Analyte List
(TAL) metals and selected general chemistry parameters. TestAmerica Laboratories Inc.
of North Canton, Ohio analyzed the groundwater samples. Analytical results are
compiled in Appendix B. Laboratory reports and data validation memoranda are
provided in Appendix C. CRA validated the groundwater analytical data in accordance
with the Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) included in the Remedial Design Work
Plan (CRA, 2008). Appendix D provides the stabilization parameters measured during

groundwater sampling.
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24 MONITORING WELL INSTALLATION

Figure 2.1 shows the locations of the monitoring wells installed during the Phase Il
Groundwater Investigation. Stearns Drilling Company (Stearns) of Dutton, Michigan,

provided drilling services.

CRA based the design of the Phase Il monitoring wells on the Phase I VAS results, and
installed the wells in accordance with the recommendations provided in the Phase |
Groundwater Investigation report (CRA,2009). Stearns installed the Phasell
monitoring wells using the hollow stem auger (HSA) drilling method and following the
procedures provided in Section 2.3.2.1 of the Field Sampling Plan (FSP) (CRA,
October 2008). Stearns also completed the well development in accordance with the FSP
(CRA, October 2008) procedures. CRA surveyed the Phasell monitoring wells in
accordance with Section 2.1.1 of the FSP (CRA, 2008). Stearns installed the Phase Il
monitoring wells between May 3, 2010 and May 12, 2010.

Appendix E provides stratigraphic and instrumentation logs for the Phase Il monitoring
wells.

During the Phase Il Investigation, CRA deviated from the recommendations provided in
the Phase I Groundwater Investigation report (CRA, 2009) with respect to the depth of
the well screen installed for monitoring well WTO3. Intermediate Aquifer monitoring
well WTO3 is located midway along the eastern Site boundary. The Phasel
Groundwater Investigation Report (CRA, 2009) included the following discussion of the
groundwater quality screening data collected at VAS-150:

A second new mnionitoring well is warranted at peak arsenic, lead, iron and
manganese concentrations in groundwater samples collected at 673 ft AMSL in
the Intermediate Aquifer. However, the interval from 660 ft AMSL to 677 ft
AMSL is composed of interbedded silt and clay and is not likely a significant
contaminant migration pathway. The proposed Intermediate Aquifer monitoring
well should be screened from 678 ft AMSL to 683 ft AMSL, above the
interbedded silt and clay.

When the well was installed, CRA inadvertently set the mid-point of the well screen at
the depth of the VAS sample collected from the silt layer (which is the standard
approach in the FSP), rather than the proposed, slightly higher elevation corresponding
to the overlying sand. However, after CRA developed the well and collected
groundwater samples from WTO3 in June 2010, the final turbidity of the groundwater
sample was 4.34 NTU, which is below the recommended maximum turbidity of 5 NTU.
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Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WTO3 is therefore capable of producing
representative groundwater samples, and the samples collected will be from the interval
identified in the Phase I Groundwater Investigation. Sections 4.0 and 5.0 discuss the
results of groundwater samples collected from WTO3.

CRA installed Phase I VAS105 to investigate groundwater quality in the Intermediate
Aquifer and delineate groundwater contaminants that may have migrated south of the
Site. Subsequently, the property owner denied the PSDs access to his property to install
permanent monitoring wells. He agreed to allow permanent monitoring wells on his
property if they were located in the right-of-way for County Road 10. Figure 2.1
provides the location of proposed monitoring well nest WT122. In its June 24, 2010
approval of the revised well locations, USEPA requested that CRA evaluate the
elevation of the proposed monitoring wells against the groundwater screening data
collected from Phase II borehole VAS115. CRA provided this evaluation to USEPA in an
email dated August1l, 2010. Similar peak concentrations of metals observed in
groundwater samples collected from VAS105 across the Intermediate Aquifer are not
present in groundwater samples collected from VAS115. Two new Intermediate Aquifer
wells, WT122B and WT122C, will be installed at the location north of WT105 at the
depths corresponding to the primary and secondary metals peaks in groundwater
samples collected at 659 ft AMSL at 699 ft AMSL. As noted in our May 13, 2010 email
correspondence to USEPA, the property owner (Mr. A. Craft) also required, as a
condition of access, that the PSDs abandon well WT105A, and limit any replacement
well to a location within the right-of-way for County Road 10. As summarized in CRA's
May 13, 2010 email correspondence, replacing WT105A with a new well, WT122A, at the
location shown on Figure 2.1, does not diminish our ability to monitor shallow
groundwater quality and movement south and downgradient of the Site.

As of October 2010, Mr. A. Craft had not yet provided access to his property to complete
the WT122 well nest installation.

2.5 VERTICAL AQUIFER SAMPLING

Figure 2.1 shows the locations of the VAS boreholes installed during the Phase Il
Groundwater Investigation. Stearns provided drilling services. VAS boreholes and
groundwater sampling were completed using a rotosonic drill rig and the SimulProbe®
groundwater sampler. CRA followed the procedures for groundwater sampling
described in Section 2.3 of the FSP (CRA, 2008). Stearns installed the Phase Il VAS

boreholes between May 18, 2010 and June 1, 2010.
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The VAS groundwater samples were collected at 10 foot intervals and analyzed for the
screening parameters listed in Table 2.4, including TCL VOCs, TAL metals, and selected
general chemistry parameters. TestAmerica Laboratories Inc.,, North Canton, Ohio,

analyzed groundwater samples.

Stratigraphic and instrumentation logs for the Phase I VAS boreholes are provided in
Appendix E.

During the installation of VAS106-225 and VAS121-225, CRA did not collect a
groundwater sample required by the work plan from a ten-foot sample interval when
fine-grained soils (sandy silt, silty clay, and clay) were encountered at each of the
locations. Initially, CRA attempted to collect groundwater samples from this material,
however, the fine-grained soils failed to provide sufficient recharge for groundwater
sample collection. CRA maintained the ten-foot groundwater sample interval in
boreholes VAS101-225 and VAS115-175, and during the remainder of the boreholes at
VAS106-225 and VAS121-225.
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3.0

REGIONAL AND SITE GEOLOGY AND HYDROGEOLOGY

3.1 REGIONAL GEOLOGY AND HYDROGEOLOGY

Elkhart County is located in the St. Joseph River Basin. A thick sequence of glacial
outwash deposits, ranging from 85 to 500 feet, overlies the bedrock. In the vicinity of the
Site, these overburden deposits consist primarily of outwash sands and gravels that
contain both minor lenses of silt and clay and a regionally significant clay/silt
dominated interval of variable thickness. The regional geologic units and the
corresponding hydrogeologic units are, in descending order:

¢ The upper sand and gravel - the Regional Upper Aquifer

* The regional silt/clay layer - the Regional Semi-Confining Layer
e Thelower sand and gravel - the Regional Lower Aquifer

* The unnamed clay layer - the Unnamed Clay Layer

* The bedrock - the Bedrock

Figure 3.1 provides a schematic cross section of the regional geologic and hydrogeologic

units.

The upper sand and gravel corresponds to the Regional Upper Aquifer. It thickens to
the south across Elkhart County. 1t is typically 50 feet thick and ranges up to 150 feet
thick. Thin deposits of silt and clay are also present within the Regional Upper Aquifer.

The regional silt/clay layer forms a Regional Semi-Confining Layer that typically
underlies the Upper Aquifer. It is a silt/clay dominated sequence with interbedded
sands and gravel (Arihood, L.D. and Cohen, D.A., 1997). The Regional Semi-Confining
Layer is not present beneath the Site, but south of the Site, it attains a maximum
thickness of 175 feet.

The lower sand and gravel corresponds to the Regional Lower Aquifer and lies beneath
the Regional Semi-Confining Layer. The Regional Lower Aquifer is composed of
interbedded sand and gravel.

Another clay layer is present south of the Site from an elevation of 590 feet Above Mean
Sea Level (AMSL) to 620 feet AMSL. As illustrated on Figure 3.1, south of the Site this
"unnamed" clay layer lies directly on the bedrock and forms the base of the Lower

Aquifer. This unnamed clay appears to be discontinuous beneath the Site because it is
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encountered in deep wells located along the southern Site boundary but not along the
northern Site Boundary.

The bedrock beneath northwest Elkhart County is the Devonian and Mississippian aged
Ellsworth Shale. The Ellsworth Shale consists predominately of greenish-gray shale
alternating with light greenish limestone and dolomite. The Bedrock is not a significant
source of groundwater. The typical elevation of the bedrock surface in northeast Eikhart
County is highly variable but is typically between 550 and 600 feet AMSL. A bedrock
valley has been delineated beneath the western portion of the Site. This north-south
trending bedrock valley is incised to 350 feet AMSL.

The depth to water in the region of the Site varies from 8 to 17 feet (Duwelius and Silcox,
1991). Overburden groundwater in the area flows south towards the St. Joseph River,
which is the regional discharge for this area. An average regional horizontal hydraulic
gradient of 1.5x10- feet/feet was reported for the Elkhart area (Duwelius and
Silcox, 1991). Vertical hydraulic gradients are small in areas away from the river.

Typical hydraulic conductivity calculated from pumping tests conducted in the vicinity
of the Site ranges from 50 feet per day (feet/day) to 200 feet/day. Some of the large
water supply wells in the area are capable of yielding in excess of 2,000 gallons per
ninute (gpm). The hydraulic conductivity in the vicinity of these wells is typically
500 to 1,500 feet/day. The lower end of this range of values is typical of clean sand and
the higher end of the range is typical of gravel deposits. Duwelius and Silcox (1991)
estimated the regional groundwater velocity was 1.1 to 1.7 feet/day.

Several municipal well fields serving the City of Elkhart are located near the Site. The
closest is the North Main St. Well field located approximately 1.5 miles east-southeast of
the Site. CRA searched the Indiana Department of Natural Resources Water Well
Record Database as part of the Phase 1 Groundwater Investigation (CRA, 2009). As of
2009, these records indicate 26 wells with a capacity greater than 70 gpm are present
with in 0.9 miles of the Site, mostly to the southeast. These wells have the potential to
influence groundwater elevations and flow directions in the vicinity of the Site.

039611-(29)

12 CONESTOGA-ROVERS & ASSOCIATES



3.2 SITE GEOLOGY AND HYDROGEOLOGY

3.21 INTRODUCTION

There are five principal stratigraphic units beneath the Site. They and the corresponding
hydrostratigraphic units are, in descending order:

* The upper sand and gravel - the Upper Aquifer (710 feet AMSL to 760 feet AMSL)

e The intermediate sand and gravel - Intermediate Aquifer (610 feet AMSL to
710 feet AMSL) B

* The Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer (590 feet AMSL to 610 feet AMSL)

* The lower sand and gravel - the Lower Aquifer (270 feet AMSL to 590 feet AMSL)

* The bedrock - the Bedrock

The depth to groundwater in the vicinity of the Site is relatively shallow, typically
ranging from 5 to 15 feet below ground surface. The elevation of groundwater in the
vicinity of the Site ranges from 752 to 760 feet AMSL. Section 3.2.6 provides the results

of the June 2010 quarterly groundwater elevation monitoring round.

Figure 3.1 illustrates the differences between the typical regional hydrostratigraphic
sequence and conditions beneath the Site. The geology and hydrogeology beneath the
Site differs from the regional geology and hydrogeology because:

* The Regional Semi-Confining Layer is not present beneath the Site

* The regional Upper and Lower Aquifers coalesce on Site (and are called the Upper
and Intermediate Aquifers, respectively)

* There is an additional sand aquifer on Site that underlies the Unnamed Silt/Clay
(called the Lower Aquifer)

* Beneath the western portion of the Site there is a bedrock valley so that the

overburden sequence is in excess of 450 feet thick as opposed to the typical 200 to
250 feet thick regional overburden sequence
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CRA revised the Site-specific geologic and hydrogeologic stratigraphy for the Site based
on a review of the historic data and the results of the Phase I Groundwater Investigation
(CRA, 2009). The principal data gaps identified in the hydrogeologic characterization in
the Phase I Groundwater Investigation report (CRA, 2009) were as follows:

* CRA has identified a silt /clay layer, herein call the -Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer- that
may be continuous beneath the Site. Additional investigative activities are required
to confirm the thickness and lateral extent of the Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer.

* There is a lack of high quality stratigraphic information from the deeper strata at the
Site and in particular the Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer and the Lower Aquifer.

The gray silty clay of the Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer was encountered at an elevation of
610 ft AMSL to 620 ft AMSL in several of the Phase 1 VAS boreholes. This clay layer was
not observed during previous investigations at the Site. Phasell VAS boreholes
VAS101-225, VAS106-225, and VAS121-225 penetrated the Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer.
Phase Il VAS boreholes VAS101-225, VAS106-225, and VAS121-225 extended through
the rest of the overburden sequence and terminated in bedrock providing stratigraphic
information regarding the Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer and the Lower Aquifer previously
identified as a data gap.

CRA used the stratigraphic data from these boreholes, and information contained on
stratigraphic logs from previous investigations, to construct a series of cross sections in
the vicinity of the Site. Figures 3.2 through 3.8 provide these cross sections and a cross
section location map. The following section describes the stratigraphic information
provided by the Phase II VAS boreholes with respect to the data gaps cited above.

3.2.2 UPPER AND INTERMEDIATE AQUIFERS

CRA conceptualizes the Upper and Intermediate Aquifers beneath the Site as one
aquifer with aquitard materials occasionally interspersed. The Intermediate Aquifer is
generally finer-grained than the overlying Upper Aquifer and it contains discontinuous
zones of silt and clay. The Intermediate Aquifer beneath the Site occupies the same
interval as the regional Semi-Confining Layer and the regional Lower Aquifer, which
both terminate at 610 feet AMSL. Phasell VAS borehole VAS115-175 provided new
stratigraphic information on the Upper and Intermediate Aquifer in the vicinity of the
Site.
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Figure 3.4 (Cross Section B-B') shows the stratigraphy along the southern portion of the
Site and includes Phase Il VAS borehole VAS115-175. The Upper and Intermediate
Aquifers are present as a single continuous sand layer at VAS115-175. The sand is
uniformly graded, varies from fine to coarse grained and from light brown to grey. This
contrasts with other locations where silt or clay lenses are present in the Upper and
Intermediate Aquifers. At VAS115-175, the base of the Intermediate Aquifer is at
597 ft AMSL and overlies gray silty clay.

Figure 3.8 (Cross Section G-G') shows the stratigraphy east of the Site and includes
Phase Il VAS borehole VAS121-225. The Upper and Intermediate Aquifers are
composed of brown uniformly graded fine to coarse sand. Layers of silty clay, clay and
gravel are present at this location, but they are not laterally continuous and are not
present in adjacent boreholes. The base of the Intermediate Aquifer is at 614 ft AMSL
and overlies gray silt/clay. The Upper and Intermediate Aquifer sequence at the
location of Phase 11 VAS121-225 is similar to the sequence at the Phase I VAS boreholes.

3.2.3 UNNAMED SILT/CLAY LAYER

As described in the Phase I Groundwater Investigation report (CRA, 2009), many of the
Phase I VAS boreholes terminated in a gray clayey silt or silty clay CRA called the
Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer. Phasell VAS boreholes VAS101-225, VAS106-225, and
VAS121-225 penetrated the Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer.

Figure 3.5 (Cross Section C-C') shows the stratigraphy south and southeast of the Site
and includes Phase Il VAS boreholes VAS106-225 and VAS121-225. The Unnamed
Silt/Clay Layer in the vicinity of VAS106-225 consists of 45-foot thick sequence of grey
silt, clayey silt and silty clay that extends from 612 ft AMSL to 567 ft AMSL. A
seven-foot thick layer of a brown sand/silt mixture occurs within the Unnamed Silt Clay
Layer in the vicinity of VAS106-225. The Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer in the vicinity of
VAS121-225 consists of a 40-foot thick sequence of gray silt and clay that extends from
614 ft AMSL to 574 ft AMSL. The Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer is continuous between the
locations of VAS106-225 and VAS121-225.

Figure 3.4 (Cross Section B-B') shows the stratigraphy along the southern portion of the
Site and includes Phase II VAS boreholes VAS101-225 and VAS115-175. In the vicinity
of VAS101-225 the top of the Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer is present at 612 ft AMSL versus
597 ft AMSL at VAS115-175. VAS115-175 terminated in a gravel layer at 587 ft AMSL
and did not penetrate to the typical elevation of the base of the Unnamed Silt/Clay
Layer. The Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer at VAS101-225 includes a five-foot thick layer of
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grey silty clay and clayey silt underlain by four feet of poorly graded fine sand with silt
and four feet of brown silt and clay.

The Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer is continuous beneath the southeast corner of the Site and
southeast of the Site at the Phase Il VAS borehole locations.

3.2.4 LOWER AQUIFER

Phase Il boreholes VAS101-225, VAS106-225, and VAS121-225 penetrated the entire
thickness of the Lower Aquifer.

Figure 3.4 (Cross Section B-B') shows the stratigraphy along the southern portion of the
Site and includes Phase II VAS borehole VAS101-225. The top of Lower Aquifer in the
vicinity of VAS101-225 is at 576 ft AMSL. Here, the Lower Aquifer consists of a
twelve-foot thick layer of brown fine sand separated from a seven-foot thick gravel layer

by a sixteen-foot thick layer of gray silt.

Figure 3.5 (Cross Section C-C') shows the stratigraphy south and southeast of the Site
and includes Phase 1l VAS boreholes VAS106-225 and VAS121-225. The top of Lower
Aquifer occurs at 567 ft AMSL in VAS106-225 and consists of 19 ft of brown fine sand
overlying 22 ft of grev silt. The Lower Aquifer in the vicinity of VAS121-225 consists of
21 ft of brown fine sand that overlies grey sandy silt.

The Lower Aquifer underlies the Unnamed Silt/ Clay Layer beneath the southeast corner
of the Site and south east of the Site at the Phase Il VAS borehole locations. It occupies
the interval between approximately 570 ft AMSL and 540 ft AMSL and consists
primarily of fine brown sand. It is underlain by with thick grey silt or clay layers, which
in turn overlies bedrock.

3.2.5 BEDROCK

Blue green friable shale underlies the overburden sequence at Phase II VAS boreholes
VAS101-225, VAS106-225, and VAS121-225. The elevation of the Bedrock surface at
these locations was relatively uniform and ranged from 536 ft AMSL to 541 ft AMSL.
The typical elevation of the bedrock surface in northeast Elkhart County is between
550 and 600 ft AMSL (Duwelius and Silcox, 1991).

039611 (29)

16 CONESTOGA-ROVERS & ASSOCIATES



The elevation of the Bedrock surface beneath the Site is variable. A previously
delineated bedrock valley is present beneath the western portion of the Site. The base of
this north-south trending bedrock valley is at approximately 350 ft AMSL. Monitoring
well WTB1 is the only other on-Site monitoring well that intersects the Bedrock.

3.2.6 GROUNDWATER FLOW

CRA completed quarterly groundwater elevation monitoring rounds on:

* Q1 - October 27, 2008

* Q2 -January 9, 2009

* Q3 - April 28, 2009

* (4 - August 3, 2009

e Q5 - November 2, 2009
* Q6 - February 24, 2010
* Q7 -June 14, 2010

Groundwater elevation contour maps for the Upper Aquifer, Intermediate Aquifer and
Lower Aquifer based on data collected during the October 27, 2008 and February 9, 2009
events are in the Phase I Groundwater Investigation report (CRA, 2009). CRA included
groundwater elevation contour maps based on data collected during the April 28, 2009
through February 4, 2010 events in the Himco Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report
(CRA, 2010). Figures3.9,3.10, and 3.11 present groundwater elevation contours derived
from groundwater elevation data collected on June 14, 2010 for the Upper Aquifer,
Intermediate Aquifer and Lower Aquifers, respectively.

The Phase I Groundwater Investigation report (CRA, 2009) identified data gaps in the
monitoring well network with respect to determining the direction of horizontal

groundwater flow as follows:

* There is a general lack of monitoring wells in the Upper Aquifer along the eastern
Site boundary and east of the Site that makes interpretation of groundwater flow
directions east of the Site difficult.

e The distribution of Intermediate and Deep Aquifer monitoring wells is similarly
lacking in monitoring wells east of the Site. There are also gaps in the Intermediate

and Lower Aquifer monitoring well network south of the Site.
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Most of the Phase II monitoring wells were installed to investigate groundwater quality,

however, they will aid in addressing these data gaps as noted below.

As shown on Figure 3.9, groundwater in the Upper Aquifer typically flows in a
southerly direction. Overall groundwater flow is to the south, consistent with the
regional groundwater flow pattern. The Upper Aquifer groundwater flow pattern on
June 14, 2010 was similar to the groundwater flow pattern during previous monitoring
rounds. Local features are superimposed on the regional flow pattern. For example, the
groundwater elevation in monitoring well WT116A fluctuates and is occasionally on the
order of three feet higher than nearby monitoring wells. There is a groundwater flow
divide in the vicinity of WT116A, with shallow groundwater flowing south to southwest
to the west of WT116A and flowing south to southeast to the east of WT116A. Phase Il
Upper Aquifer monitoring wells WTO2, located on the eastern Site boundary, and
WT119B, located along the southern Site boundary, have improved the delineation of
local groundwater flow directions in the Upper Aquifer.

Figure 3.10 shows that groundwater in the Intermediate Aquifer typically flowed south
on June 14, 2010, consistent with the regional groundwater flow pattern and with the
conditions during the previous monitoring rounds. Groundwater elevation data from
Phase Il Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells WT120A and WT120B, located east of
the Site, and WT106B, located south of the Site, have improved the delineation of local
groundwater flow directions.

The groundwater elevation on June 14, 2010 in Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well
WT101B was approximately 0.3 ft higher than groundwater elevations in Phase Il
Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells WT101D and WT101E, which are screened above
and below WT101B, respectively. In 1990, U.S. EPA installed WT101B in a layer of silty
sand and sandy clay. WT101D and WT101E are screened in sand, which is typical of the
Intermediate Aquifer. Therefore, higher groundwater elevations from monitoring well
WT101C may not be representative of typical Intermediate Aquifer conditions. CRA
recommends continued monitoring to determine if this is a seasonal groundwater

condition.

Figure 311 presents the results from the Junel4, 2010 groundwater elevation
monitoring event for the Lower Aquifer. These data indicate a south-southeasterly
groundwater flow direction in the Lower Aquifer consistent with the regional
groundwater flow pattern and with the conditions during the previous monitoring
rounds. None of the Phase Il monitoring wells were installed in the Lower Aquifer.
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Based on the June14, 2010 groundwater elevation data, the horizontal hydraulic
gradient across the Site ranged from 0.001 to 0.002 feet/feet in the Upper Aquifer,
0.001 to 0.002 feet/feet in the Intermediate Aquifer, and 0.001 feet/feet in the Lower
Aquifer.

Figure 3.12 presents the vertical gradients between the hydrostratigraphic units as
measured on June 14, 2010. There is generally an upward gradient across the Site,
ranging from approximately 0.0004 feet/feet to 0.0028 feet/feet. There is a slight
downward gradient at monitoring well nests WT117, WT113, and WT102. The strong
downward gradient in the vicinity of WT116 is a result of the relative high groundwater
elevation in Upper Aquifer monitoring well WT116A. The gradients observed during
the Q7 ~ June 14, 2010 monitoring round were consistent with the conditions during the
previous monitoring rounds.

3.3 CONCLUSIONS

The Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer is continuous beneath the southeast corner of the Site and
southeast of the Site at the Phase 11 VAS borehole locations.

The Lower Aquifer underlies the Unnamed Silt/ Clay Layer beneath the southeast corner
of the Site and southeast of the Site at the Phase Il VAS borehole locations. It occupies
the interval between approximately 570 ft AMSL and 540 ft AMSL and consists

primarily of fine brown sand.

Blue green friable shale underlies the overburden sequence at Phasell VAS
boreholes VAS101-225, VAS106-225, and VAS121-225. The elevation of the Bedrock
surface at these locations was relatively uniform and ranged from 536 ft AMSL to

541 ft AMSL.

The June 14, 2010 groundwater elevation monitoring data indicate a south-southeasterly
groundwater flow direction beneath the Site, consistent with the regional groundwater
flow pattern and with the conditions during the previous monitoring rounds.

CRA recommends that two new Upper Aquifer monitoring wells be installed to
improve the definition of groundwater flow directions in the Upper Aquifer east and
southeast of the Site and address the data gap identified during the Phasel
Groundwater Investigation. Monitoring well WT121A will be installed at the location of
VAS121, located southeast of the Site, and monitoring well WT120C will be installed at
the location of well nest WT120.
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4.0

GROUNDWATER QUALITY

4.1 INTRODUCTION

The objectives of the groundwater investigation and routine groundwater monitoring at
the Site include an evaluation of groundwater quality around the perimeter of the
landfill, immediately east of the Site, and south of the Site. This section of the report
describes the groundwater quality in the vicinity of the Site and in particular discusses
the data currently available with respect to the nature and extent of groundwater

contamination emanating from the Site.

The Phase I Groundwater Investigation was the first stage of data collection and analysis
to supplement the existing (pre-2008) data from the monitoring well network. The
Phasel Groundwater Investigation identified several data gaps, and the Phase Il
Groundwater Investigation will aid in addressing the data gaps.

CRA has completed the following routine groundwater quality monitoring rounds at
the Site to date:

¢ Baseline Groundwater Sampling (Q1) - October 28 to November 19, 2008

* Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program (Q2) - February 9 to February 19, 2009

* Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program (Q3) - April 29 to May 6, 2009

* Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program (Q4) - August 4 to August 18, 2009

* Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program (Q5) - November 3 to November 11, 2009
¢ Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program (Q6) - February 23 to March 4, 2010

* Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program (Q7) - June 15 to June 24, 2010

* Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program (Q8) - September 8 to September 15, 2010

The Phasel Groundwater Investigation report (CRA, 2009) previously provided the
results of the Q1 and Q2 sampling events. CRA evaluated the data from the next four
quarterly monitoring events, Q3 through Q6, in the Himco Annual Groundwater
Monitoring Report (CRA, 2010). CRA also evaluated trends in the groundwater quality
data and calculated background concentrations for metals and general chemistry
parameters. The Himco Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report (CRA, 2010) includes
statistical evaluations of the trends in groundwater quality data based on Q1 through Q6
results. This Phase Il Groundwater Investigation report presents the results of the Q7
round of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program, which includes the initial
groundwater samples from the Phase Il monitoring wells installed in May 2010. A
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subsequent report will include an evaluation of the results of the Q8 round of the

Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program.

The rationale for the Phase Il monitoring wells is as follows:

Screen Interval Type of
Well Name (ft AMSL) Monitoring Well Rationale

WT101D 699 - 704 Sentinel Secondary metals peak
WT101E 639 - 644 Sentinel Primary metals peak
WT106B 643 - 648 Sentinel Downgradient of WT101E
WT114C 642 - 647 Detection Primary VOCs peak
WT117C 737 - 742 Detection Primary VOCs peak
WT117D 652 - 657 Detection Primary chromium peak
WTI19A 742 - 752 Replacement Existing well damaged
WTI20A [ 690-695 Sentinel Secondary metals peak
WT120B | 646-651 Sentinel Primary metals peak

| WTO2 726 - 731 Detection Primary VOCs peak

- WTO3 678 - 683 Detection Primary metals peak
WTO4 631 - 636 Detection Primary chromium peak

The analytical results for groundwater samples collected from the Phase II monitoring
wells are discussed below. Where appropriate, or where requested by USEPA, CRA has
provided iso-concentration contour maps (contour maps) for groundwater data.
Consistent with common practice, CRA contoured non-detect results using SURFER
version 8 software using half of the detection limit, except where estimated
concentrations (qualified with "J”) were reported at concentrations less than the
reporting detection limit, in which case a value of 0.1 pg/L was used for non-detect

concentrations.

As previously indicated, CRA has uploaded the database into an in-house software tool
called e:DAT (electronic data access tool). The e:DAT for this Site can also be used to
access aerial imagery, stratigraphic logs and any relevant well construction diagrams.
Appendix A includes a copy of the e:DAT. Analytical results for Q7 of the Interim
Groundwater Monitoring Program are compiled in Appendix B. Appendix C provides
laboratory reports and data validation memoranda for Q7 of the Interim Groundwater
Monitoring Program. Appendix D provides stabilization parameters measured during

the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program round.

039611 (29)

21 CONESTOGA-ROVERS & ASSOCIATES



4.2 VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS

In June 2010, CRA collected 35 groundwater samples from 33 monitoring wells for
VOCs analysis. Table4.1 summarizes the VOCs detected in groundwater samples
collected during the Q7 round of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program. CRA
reviewed the frequency of detections of the individual VOCs and screened VOCs results
against Primary MClLs.

No VOCs were detected in the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program
groundwater monitoring samples at concentrations that were greater than the
corresponding Primary MCLs. During previous monitoring rounds benzene was
detected in groundwater samples collected from WT115A at concentrations greater than
its Primary MCL of 5 pg/L. Benzene was detected at a concentration of 0.69J' pg/L in
the groundwater sample collected from WT115A on June 17, 2010.

Only four VOCs were detected in more than 15 percent of the groundwater samples
collected during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program:

* 1,1-Dichloroethane (1,1-DCA) = 31.4 percent
* (is-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) = 25.7 percent
* Vinyl chloride = 25.7 percent

* Benzene =17.1 percent

CRA selected these compounds for discussion purposes because they are the most
widespread VOCs detected in groundwater samples collected from the monitoring wells
during the Q7 round of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program. In email
correspondence regarding USEPA's August 19, 2010 comments on the Himco Annual
Groundwater Monitoring Report (CRA, 2010), USEPA requested that the Phase Il
Groundwater Investigation Report include contour maps for all the organic compounds
included in the trend analysis included in the Himco Annual Groundwater Monitoring
Report (CRA, 2010). As requested, CRA has added bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate and
carbon disulfide to the discussion of groundwater quality at the Site.

In its August 19, 2010 comments on the Himco Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report
(CRA, 2010), USEPA requested that groundwater data for 1,1-DCA and carbon disulfide
be screened against Regional Screening Levels (RSL) Tapwater. As indicated in CRA's
September 15, 2010 response to USEPA's comments, USEPA agreed that RSL Tapwater

! J - The parameter was detected at a concentration below the reporting limit and is therefore estimated.
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values of 240 ug/L for 1,1-DCA and 10,000 pg/L for carbon disulfide are appropriate,
since these calculated RSLs are based on a 1 x 10-5 excess cancer risk.

As requested, the analytical data for 1,1-DCA and carbon disulfide are compared to the
calculated Tapwater RSLs in Section 4.2.1 and Section 4.2.5, respectively.

4.2.1 1,1-DICHLOROETHANE (1,1-DCA)

As summarized in Table 4.1, 1,1-DCA was detected in 11 of 35 groundwater samples
collected from the monitoring well network, or 31.4 percent of the samples. The
concentrations in the samples where 1,1-DCA was detected range from 0.48 ] pg/L to
6.1 ug/L. There is no MCL for 1,1-DCA. USEPA has requested that the Trust compare
1,1-DCA results to the calculated Tapwater RSL of 240 ug/L, which is based on an
excess cancer risk of 1 x 10-5.

1,1-DCA was detected in Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program groundwater
samples collected from the following monitoring wells:

Well Range of
Concentrations
(ug/L)
WTI101A 5.5
WT101B 048]
WT101D 42
WTI101E 3.8
WT106A 14
WTI111A 3.7
WT114B 2.1
WT114C 6.1
WT116A 59
WT117B 4.4
WT117C 5.7

Figures 4.1 and 4.2 provide the 1,1-DCA results for groundwater samples collected from
Upper and Intermediate Aquifer wells, respectively, during the Q7 Interim
Groundwater Monitoring Program. 1,1-DCA was not detected (RDL=1.0 pg/L) in
groundwater samples collected from the Lower Aquifer monitoring wells, therefore,
CRA did not construct a Lower Aquifer 1,1-DCA concentration map.
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As shown on Figures4.1 and 4.2, 1,1-DCA was detected in groundwater samples
collected from Upper and Intermediate Aquifer wells WT101A, WT101B, WT101D
WTI01E, WT111A, WT116A, WT117B, and WT117C, located along the southern Site
boundary. 1,1-DCA was not detected at an RDL of 1.0 pg/L in groundwater samples
collected from WT104A and WT105A, located south of the Site; however, 1,1-DCA was
detected at a concentration of 1.4 pg/L in the groundwater sample collected from Upper
Aquifer monitoring well WT106A, located south of the southeast corner of the Site.
1,1-DCA was detected east of the Site in groundwater samples collected from
Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells WT114B and WT114C, but not Upper Aquifer
well WT114A.

The maximum 1,1-DCA concentration detected in Q7 groundwater samples was
6.1 pg/L, which is significantly less than the calculated Tapwater RSL of 240 pg/L. The
pattern of widespread, low-concentration 1,1-DCA detections along the southern Site
boundary is not consistent with a distinct, high-concentration VOC source. Similar to
the previous monitoring results, the distribution of 1,1-DCA in groundwater at the Site
is more consistent with residual contamination undergoing degradation in the absence
of ongoing contaminant loading,.

4.2.2 CIS-1,2-DICHLOROETHENE (CIS-1,2-DCE)

Cis-1,2-DCE was detected in 9 of 35 groundwater samples collected during the Q7
Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program round, or 25.7 percent of the samples. The
concentrations in the samples where cis-1,2-DCE was detected range from 0.27 ] ug/L to
1.7 ng/L. None of these concentrations were greater than the Primary MCL of 70 ug/L
for cis-1,2-DCE.
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The distribution of cis-1,2-DCE is almost identical to the distribution of 1,1-DCA (see
Section 4.2.1). Cis-1,2-DCE was detected in groundwater samples from the following

wells:
Well cis-1,2-DCE
Concentration
(ug/L)
WT101A 0.32]
WT101D 0.39]
WT101E 0.27]
WT106A 052]
WT111A 0.59]
WT114B 0.61 |
WT116A 1.7
WT117B 0.40]
WT117C 1.0 B

Figures 4.3 and 4.4 provide the cis-1,2-DCE results from groundwater samples collected
from Upper and Intermediate Aquifer wells, respectively, during the Q7 Interim
Groundwater Monitoring Program. Cis-1,2-DCE was not detected (reporting detection
limit (RDL)=1.0 ug/L) in groundwater samples collected from the Lower Aquifer
monitoring wells, therefore, CRA did not construct a Lower Aquifer cis-1,2-DCE
concentration map.

As shown on Figures 4.3 and 4.4, cis-1,2-DCE was detected in groundwater samples
collected from Upper and Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells WT101A, WT101D,
WTI101E, WT111A, WT116A, WT117B and WT117C located along the southern Site
boundary. Cis-1,2-DCE was not detected (RDL=1.0 ug/L) in groundwater samples
collected from Upper Aquifer monitoring wells WT104A and WT105A, but it was
detected in the groundwater sample collected from WT106A, located south of the Site.
Cis-1,2-DCE was not detected (RDL=1.0 pg/L) in Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well
WT106B, located south of the Site, but it was detected east of the Site in groundwater
samples collected from Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT114B.

The maximum cis-1,2-DCE concentration detected in Q7 groundwater samples was
1.7 pg/L, which is significantly less than the Primary MCL for cis-1,2-DCE of 70 ng/L.
The pattern of widespread, low-concentration cis-1,2-DCE along the southern Site
boundary detections is not consistent with a distinct, high-concentration VOC source.
Similar to the previous monitoring results, the distribution of cis-1,2-DCE in
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groundwater at the Site is more consistent with residual contamination undergoing
degradation in the absence of ongoing contaminant loading.

4.23 VINYL CHLORIDE

As shown in Table 4.1, vinyl chloride was detected in 9 of 35, or 25.7 percent, of the
samples CRA collected during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program round.
When vinyl chloride was detected, its concentration in groundwater samples ranged
from0.41] ug/L to 2 png/L, as follows:

Well Vinyl Chloride
Concentration
(ug/L)
WT101B 0.46]
WT101E 0.45]
WT106B 1.1
WT116A 1.2
WT116B |- 0.59]
WT117B 0.64]
WT117C 2.0
WT118B 0.48]
WTB4 0.41]

Figures 4.5, 4.6, and 4.7 provide the vinyl chloride results from groundwater samples
collected from Upper, Intermediate and Lower Aquifer monitoring wells, respectively,
during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program.

As shown on Figure 4.5, vinyl chloride was detected in groundwater samples collected
from WT116A and WT117C, located along the southern edge of the Site. Vinyl chloride
was not detected (RDL=1.0 ug/L) in any groundwater samples collected from the
off-Site Upper Aquifer monitoring wells.

Figure 4.6 shows that vinyl chloride was only detected in groundwater samples
collected from Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells located along the southern Site
boundary. Vinyl chloride was detected in the groundwater sample from Intermediate
Aquifer monitoring well WT106B, located south of the Site, but it was not detected
(RDL=1.0 ug/L) in groundwater samples collected from Intermediate monitoring wells
WT114B, WT114C, WT120A, and WT120B, located east of the Site.
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As shown on Figure 4.7, vinyl chloride was detected in a groundwater sample collected
from Lower Aquifer monitoring well WTB4, located along the northern Site boundary.
It was not detected (RDL=1.0 ug/L) in the other groundwater samples collected from
Lower Aquifer monitoring wells.

None of the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program vinyl chloride concentrations
were greater than the Primary MCL of 2 ug/L. The widespread low level vinyl chloride
detections do not suggest a distinct source with a high concentration VOC plume
emanating from the landfill. Vinyl chloride is produced in reducing environments by
the degradation of chlorinated organic compounds such as trichloroethene (TCE). The
distribution of vinyl chloride in groundwater in the vicinity of the Site is more consistent
with residual contamination undergoing degradation, probably with no ongoing source
of VOC contaminants.

4.2.4 BENZENE

As shown in Table 4.1, benzene was detected in 6 of 35, or 17.1 percent, of the Q7 Interim
Groundwater Monitoring Program groundwater samples. The concentration of benzene
ranged from 0.62 ] ug/Lto4.6 pg/L.

Since 2008, the concentration of benzene was greater than the Primary MCL of 5 ug/L in
seven of the Q1 through Q6 groundwater monitoring samples, all collected from
monitoring well WT115A. As shown on Figure 4.8, monitoring well WT115A is located
in the southeast corner of the landfill and is within the limit of waste. The benzene
results from groundwater samples collected from WT115A since 2008 are as follows:

Benzene at WT115A
Date Concentration
(ug/L)
" 11/6/2008 5.7/9.3 @
2/12/2009 12
5/6/2009 1.0U/043]
[ 8/5/2009 99
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Benzene at WT115A

Date Concentration
(ug/L)
11/6/2009 12/12
3/2/2010 9.8
6/17/2010 0.69]

(®) - Duplicate sample result

] - estimated concentration

U - non detect at the associated value

CRA did not identify any trends in the benzene results from groundwater samples
collected from WT115A (CRA, 2010). This is consistent with stable plume conditions.

Benzene was also detected in the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program samples
collected from five other monitoring wells, as follows:

Well Range of
Concentrations
| (ug/L)
| WT101A 2.8
| WT111A 0.65]
| WTil6A 16 |
WT117B 0.88])
WT117C 0.62 ]

Figures 4.8 and 4.9 provide the benzene results from groundwater samples collected
from Upper and Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells during the Q7 Interim
Groundwater Monitoring Program. Benzene was not detected (RDL=1.0 ug/L) in
groundwater samples collected from the Lower Aquifer monitoring wells, therefore,
CRA did not construct a Lower Aquifer benzene concentration map.

As shown on Figures 4.8 and 4.9, the Upper and Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells
where benzene was detected are located along the southern limit of waste. Five of the
six wells are in the Upper Aquifer with WT117B in the Intermediate Aquifer. Benzene
was not detected (RDL=1.0pg/L) in any groundwater samples collected from the
off-Site Upper and Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells.

The maximum benzene concentration detected in Q7 groundwater samples was
4.6 ng/L, which is less than the Primary MCL of 5 ug/L. The distribution of benzene,
which is restricted to the southern edge of the landfill, suggests a relatively weak, local
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source of benzene possibly in the vicinity of WT115A. This is consistent with previous
Interim Groundwater Monitoring program results.

4.2.5 CARBON DISULFIDE

Carbon disulfide was detected in 5 of 35, or 14.3 percent, of the Q7 Interim Groundwater
Monitoring Program groundwater samples. The concentrations in the samples where
carbon disulfide was detected range from 0.30 ] pg/L to 2.1 pg/L. There is no MCL for
carbon disulfide. The calculated Tapwater RSL for carbon disulfide is 10,000 pug/L.

Carbon disulfide was detected in groundwater samples from the following wells:

Well Concentration
(ug/L)
WT101B 2.1
WT101C 031]J/10U
WT106B 0.30]
WT117B 043]
WTB4 0.90]

Figures 4.10 and 4.11 provide the carbon disulfide results from groundwater samples
collected from Intermediate and Lower Aquifer wells during the Q7 Interim
Groundwater Monitoring Program. Carbon disulfide was not detected (RDL=1.0 pg/L)
in groundwater samples collected from the Upper Aquifer monitoring wells, therefore,
CRA did not construct an Upper Aquifer carbon disulfide concentration map.

As shown on Figures 4.10 and 4.11, carbon disulfide was detected in groundwater
samples collected from Intermediate and Lower Aquifer monitoring wells WT101B,
WT101C, and WT117B located along the southern Site boundary. Carbon disulfide was
detected in the groundwater sample collected from Intermediate monitoring well
WT106B, located south of the Site. Carbon disulfide was not detected (RDL=1.0 ug/L) in
any other groundwater samples collected from off-Site Intermediate or Lower Aquifer

monitoring wells.

Similar to vinyl chloride, the degradation of chlorinated organic compounds may
produce carbon disulfide. As shown on Figures 4.10 and 4.11, the distribution of carbon
disulfide is similar to the distribution of 1,1-DCA, cis-1,2-DCE, and vinyl chloride, and is
consistent with residual contamination undergoing degradation.
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4.3 SEMI VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOQUNDS

CRA collected 35 groundwater samples from 33 monitoring wells for SVOCs analysis
during the Q7 round of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program. Table 4.2
summarizes the SVOCs detected in groundwater samples collected during the Q7 round
of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program. CRA reviewed the frequency of
detections of the individual SVOCs and screened SVOCs results against Primary MCLs.

Seven SVOCs were detected in the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program
groundwater samples. The detection frequency of these compounds ranged from
2.9 percent to 11.4 percent.

Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate is the only one of the seven detected SVOCs that has a
Primary MCL (6 pg/L). Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate was detected in 1 of 35 or 2.9 percent
of the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program groundwater samples.

Figure 4.12 provides the bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate results from groundwater samples
collected from Upper Aquifer monitoring wells during the Q7 Interim Groundwater
Monitoring Program. Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate was not detected (RDL=2.0 pg/L) in
groundwnter samples collected from the Intermediate and Lower Aquifer monitoring
wells, therefore, CRA did not construct Intermediate and Lower Aquifer

bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate contour maps.

As shown on Figure 4.12, the maximum concentration of bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate in
the groundwater samples collected during the Q7 round of the Interim Groundwater
Monitoring Program was 0.98 ] ug/L in the sample collected from Upper Aquifer
monitoring well WT116A. Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate was not detected (RDL=2.0 ng/L)
in any other groundwater samples collected from Upper Aquifer monitoring wells.

The Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate results
are not typical of past monitoring results. During the Q1 Baseline Groundwater
Sampling and the Q2 through Q6 rounds of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring
Program, bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate was detected in 35 of 190 groundwater samples
(18.4 percent). Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate concentrations were greater than the Primary
MCL of 6ug/L in two of the 190 groundwater samples (1 percent). In previous
monitoring rounds, bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate was typically detected at low
concentrations in groundwater samples that were widely dispersed, both laterally and
vertically. The bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate detections were also intermittent and did not
occur routinely in the groundwater samples collected from any given monitoring well.
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This is not the pattern a distinct, high concentration source of SVOCs would create,
namely a plume emanating from the landfill. In fact, the presence of
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate at relatively large distances both upgradient and
downgradient of the Site suggests that the detected values at the Site may not be
completely, if at all, attributable to Site activities.

4.4 METALS

4.4.1 INTRODUCTION

CRA collected 35 groundwater samples from 33 monitoring wells for TAL metals
analysis during the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program Q7 monitoring round.
Table 4.3 summarizes the metals detected in the groundwater samples collected during
the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program Q7 monitoring round. CRA's approach
to screening organic chemicals was different than the approach to screening metals and
general chemistry parameters because organic chemicals are typically the result of waste
disposal activities while metals and general chemistry parameters also occur naturally in
groundwater. CRA screened metals data against four sets of criteria:

1) Primary MCLs, which are health-based criteria
2) Secondary MCLs, which are aesthetic water quality criteria

3) Recommended Daily Allowances (RDAs), which are health-based criteria for
specific dietary concerns with respect to iron, sodium, and calcium

4) Background Values (BVs)

CRA analyzed groundwater samples collected from monitoring wells WT102A,
WT102B, and WT102C, located approximately 1260 feet north and upgradient of the Site
for metals and general chemistry parameters. CRA performed statistical analysis on
these data to determine background concentrations to compare with values measured at
other locations at the Site in the Phase 1 Groundwater Investigation report (CRA, 2009)
and the Himco Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report (CRA, 2010). Table 4.4
summarizes the BVs for metals parameters for the Upper, Intermediate, and Lower
Aquifers. Several of the BVs exceeded their respective Primary MCL, Secondary MCL,
or RDA.
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The Phase 1 Groundwater Investigation (CRA, 2009) identified the following data gap:

Additional background groundwater quality data will be collected during the
course of the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program in order to have at least
8 data points auvailable to calculate the background values (BVs), primarily in the
Intermediate and Lower Aquifer background wells. CRA will include the
recalculated BVs in the Phase II Groundwater Investigation Report.

As of March 2010, CRA had collected six to seven data points for each background
parameter. In June 2010, prior to the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program
round, the owner of the properties where the background monitoring wells nest
(WT102A, WT102B and WT102C) is located denied the Himco Site Trust access to the
wells. CRA understands that USEPA has contacted the property owners (D&J Realty)
and is attempting to secure access to the wells.

Although CRA previously identified the BVs presented in Table 4.4 as preliminary, no
additional data can be collected until access to the background wells is secured. CRA
will recalculate the BVs, as appropriate, if more data become available, and will include
the results in subsequent groundwater investigation reports.

4.4.1 PRIMARY MCLS

Arsenic was the only metal detected at a concentration greater than its Primary MCL in
the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program groundwater samples. Lead was
detected at a concentration above the action level? established by USEPA in lieu of a
Primary MCL.

Figure 4.13 shows the distribution of lead in the Upper Aquifer in groundwater beneath
the Site. Upper Aquifer monitoring well WT115A is located in the southeast corner of
the Site on the perimeter of the waste and approximately 200 feet north of the southern
Site boundary. Groundwater samples collected from WT115A during previous
monitoring rounds occasionally contained lead at concentrations that exceeded its
Action Level. Lead was detected at a concentration of 15.8 ug/L in the groundwater

2 Lead and copper are regulated by a Treatment Technique that requires systems to control the
corrosiveness of their water. 1f more than 10% of tap water samples exceed the action level,
water systems must take additional steps. For lead, the action level is 0.015 mg/L. The action
level is discussed herein because there is no Primary MCL for lead. The action level applies to
public water treatment facilities, and is included herein for discussion purposes only.
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sample collected from WT115A on June17, 2010. The concentrations of lead in
groundwater samples collected from WT115A are as follows:

Lead
Concentration
Sample Date (ug/L)
Action Level 15
11/6/2008 231/280
2/12/2009 45.1
5/6/2009 9.6/9.9
8/5/2009 5.5
11/6/2009 30U/3.0U
3/2/2010 4.0
6/17/2010 15.8

Groundwater samples collected from WT115A during rounds Q3 through Q6 did not
contain lead at concentrations greater than the Action Level.

The concentration of arsenic was greater than the Primary MCL of 10 pg/L in the Q7
Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program groundwater samples collected from
Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells WT106B (12.2 mg/L), located south of the Site,
and WT120B (19.7 mg/L), located east of the Site. Figure 4.14 shows the distribution of
arsenic in the Intermediate Aquifer. The Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program
results are consistent with the previous monitoring rounds, which include rare,
widespread and inconsistent exceedances of Primary MCLs for metals. Continued
groundwater quality monitoring will determine if the arsenic concentrations in
groundwater samples collected from WT106B and WT120B persistently exceed the
Primary MCL.

4.4.2 SECONDARY MCLS

As summarized in Table 4.3, aluminum, iron, and manganese were the only metals
detected at concentrations that were greater than their respective Secondary MCLs in
groundwater samples collected during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring
Program round. Iron was detected at concentrations greater than the Secondary MCL in
32 out of 35 samples, or 91.4 percent. Manganese was detected at concentrations greater
than the Secondary MCL in 26 of 35 samples, or 74.3 percent. Aluminum was detected
at concentrations greater than the Secondary MCL in 13 of 35 groundwater samples, or
37.1 percent. CRA selected iron and manganese for discussion purposes because of their
more numerous exceedances of their respective Secondary MCLs.
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Figure 4.15 presents the concentration of iron in groundwater samples collected from
Upper Aquifer monitoring wells during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring
Program round. The Upper Aquifer BV for iron is 7,720 pg/L. The BV is greater than
the Secondary MCL for iron (300 pg/L) and the RDA (1,000 ug/L). Iron was not
routinely detected (RDL=100 pg/L) in the samples from WT104A, located south of the
Site. During the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program round the concentration
of iron exceeded the Upper Aquifer BV in groundwater samples collected from
WT101A, WT115A, and WT116A, located along the southern edge of the Site. The peak
concentration of iron in the Upper Aquifer was 40,000 pg/L in a groundwater sample
collected from monitoring well WT101A, located in the southeast corner of the Site. Iron
concentrations greater than the BV do not extend off Site in the Upper Aquifer.

Figure 4.16 presents the concentration of iron in groundwater samples collected from
Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells. The BV of 1,870 pg/L for iron in the
Intermediate Aquifer is greater than the Secondary MCL for iron (300 ug/L) and the
RDA (1,000 pg/L). The maximum concentration of 8,670 pg/L of iron in the
Intermediate Aquifer during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program round
was detected in a sample collected from monitoring well WT117B, located near the
western end of the southern Site boundary. The groundwater sample collected from
Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WTE1, located in the southeast corner of the Site,
contained 165 ug/L of iron, which is less than the Secondary MCL and the RDA. The
concentration of iron in the groundwater sample collected from WTE1 since
November 2008 has fluctuated between 165 ] ug/L and 6,090 ug/L. Further east, iron
concentrations exceed the BV in samples from WT101E, WT114B, and WT120B. South of
the southeast corner of the Site, the concentration iron of 5,410 ug/L in the groundwater
sample from Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT106B exceeded the Intermediate
Aquifer BV of 1,870 ng/L.

Figure 4.17 presents the concentration of iron in groundwater samples collected from
Lower Aquifer monitoring wells during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring
Program round. The concentration of iron in groundwater samples collected from
Lower Aquifer monitoring wells ranged from 173 pg/L in a groundwater sample
collected from monitoring well WTB4, located on the northern Site boundary, to
3,500 ug/L in a groundwater sample collected from monitoring well WTE3, located
along the southern Site boundary. The Lower Aquifer BV for iron is 4,930 pg/L, which
is greater than the Secondary MCL for iron (300 ug/L) and the RDA (1,000 pg/L). Iron
concentrations in groundwater samples collected from the Lower Aquifer monitoring
wells during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program round were less than the
BV.

039611 (29)

34 CONESTOGA-ROVERS & ASSOCIATES



Figure 4.18 presents the concentration of manganese in groundwater samples collected
from Upper Aquifer monitoring wells during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring
Program round. The Upper Aquifer BV for manganese is 712 ng/L. The BV is greater
than the Secondary MCL of 50 pg/L for manganese. While manganese concentrations
routinely exceed the Secondary MCL, groundwater samples from WT101A (2,270 pg/L)
and WT116A (726 ng/L) were the only Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program
results that exceeded the BV for manganese. Manganese was not detected at
concentrations greater than the BV in any off Site groundwater samples collected from
the Upper Aquifer. The distribution of manganese in the Upper Aquifer during the Q7
Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program round is similar to previous monitoring

events.

Figure 4.19 presents the concentration of manganese in groundwater samples collected
from Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells during the Q7 Interim Groundwater
Monitoring Program round. The Intermediate Aquifer BV for manganese is 173 ng/L,
which is greater than the Secondary MCL of 50 ug/L for manganese. There is a general
pattern of manganese decreasing concentrations in groundwater samples from west to
east. The highest manganese concentrations were 259 png/L in a groundwater sample
collected from monitoring well WTB3, located in the northwest corner of the Site, and
228 ug/L in a groundwater sample collected from monitoring well WT117B, located
near the southwest corner of the Site. Groundwater samples from monitoring wells
WTO4 (177 ug/L), located along the eastern Site boundary and WT114C (237 ug/L),
located east of the Site, contained manganese at concentrations that exceed the
Intermediate Aquifer BV. The lowest manganese concentrations were detected in
groundwater samples collected from Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells WT101B
(323 ug/L), WT114B (37.3 ug/L), and WT120B (40.3 ug/L), located to the east. The
concentration and distribution of manganese in the Intermediate Aquifer is not
consistent with a source of manganese in the landfill and may be controlled by natural

sources.

Figure 4.20 presents the concentration of manganese in groundwater samples collected
from Lower Aquifer monitoring wells during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring
Program round. The concentration of manganese ranged from 13.9 ] ug/L/13.1 ) ng/L
in a duplicate groundwater sample collected from monitoring well WT101C, located in
the southeast corner of the Site, to 180 ug/L in a groundwater sample collected from
monitoring well WTB4, located on the northern Site boundary. None of these
concentrations exceeded the Lower Aquifer BV for manganese of 570 pg/L, but the
concentration of manganese in the sample from WTB4 was greater than the Secondary
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MCL. The distribution of manganese in the Lower Aquifer during the Q7 Interim
Groundwater Monitoring Program round is similar to previous monitoring events.

44.3 RECOMMENDED DAILY ALLOWANCES (RDAs)

As shown in Table 4.3, calcium, iron and sodium were detected at concentrations that
were greater than their respective RDAs during the Q7 Interim Groundwater
Monitoring Program round. Iron concentrations were greater than the RDA of 1 mg/L
in 24 of 35samples (68.6 percent) collected during the Q7 Interim Groundwater
Monitoring Program round. The RDAs for calcium and sodium are 250 mg/L and
150 mg/L, respectively. Calcium and sodium concentrations were detected at
concentrations greater than their respective RDAs in 3 of 35 groundwater samples
(8.6 percent) and 2 of 35 groundwater samples (5.7 percent), respectively.

The iron distribution in groundwater was discussed in Section 4.4.2.

CRA selected calcium for discussion purposes because calcium sulfate was one of the
principal waste materials disposed of in the landfill. Figures 4.21,4.22, and 4.23 provide
calcium concentrations in the Upper, Intermediate and Lower Aquifers, respectively.

Figure 4.21 presents calcium concentration contours for the Upper Aquifer. There is a
plume of calcium in the Upper Aquifer defined by the RDA of 250 mg/L. The Upper
Aquifer BV is 275 mg/L for calcium. The peak calcium concentration in the Upper
Aquifer during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program round was 689 mg/L
in a groundwater sample collected from monitoring well WT116A. The concentration of
calcium also exceeded the RDA in the groundwater sample collected from WT101A,
located in the southeast corner of the Site. Calcium concentrations in excess of the RDA
did not extend off Site in the Upper Aquifer. This is similar to previous monitoring
results.

Figure 4.22 presents the concentration of calcium in groundwater samples collected from
Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring
Program. The concentration of calcium in Intermediate Aquifer groundwater was less
than the RDA of 250 mg/L, with a maximum detected concentration of 213 mg/L in a
groundwater sample collected from monitoring well WT117B, located along the
southern Site boundary. Similar to previous monitoring rounds, calcium concentrations
in excess of the’'RDA in the Intermediate Aquifer are rare. The BV for calcium in the
Intermediate Aquifer is 86 mg/L. There is a general trend of increasing calcium
concentration in groundwater to the southwest in the Intermediate Aquifer.
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Groundwater samples collected from monitoring wells located along the southern Site
boundary contained calcium concentrations that exceeded the BV. Concentrations of
calcium generally decreased to the east. Northeast of the WT101 monitoring well nest,
calcium concentrations are generally less than the BV.

Figure 4.23 presents the concentration of calcium in groundwater samples collected from
Lower Aquifer monitoring wells. The concentrations of calcium in Lower Aquifer
groundwater samples from the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program round
were less than the RDA of 250 mg/L and the BV of 122 mg/L for the Lower Aquifer.
The concentration of calcium in the samples collected from the Lower Aquifer
monitoring wells ranged from 50.1/48.7 mg/L (duplicate sample) in a groundwater
sample collected from monitoring well WT101C, located in the southeast corner of the
Site, to 117 mg/L in a groundwater sample collected from monitoring well WTE3,
located on the southern Site boundary. The Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring
Program Lower Aquifer calcium results are consistent with previous results that are
consistently less than the RDA and only occasionally greater than the Lower Aquifer BV.

4.5 GENERAL CHEMISTRY PARAMETERS

Groundwater samples collected during the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program
Q7 monitoring round were analyzed for bromide, cyanide, chloride, and sulfate.
Table 4.3 summarizes the detections of these general chemistry parameters in
groundwater samples collected during the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program

Q7 monitoring round.

Cyanide was detected in 5of 35samples collected during Interim Groundwater
Monitoring Program Q7 monitoring round. Cyanide concentrations ranged from
0.0052J mg/L to 0.04 mg/L. Consistent with previous results, these concentrations
were less than the Primary MCL of 0.2 mg/L for cyanide.

Chloride was detected in all 35 groundwater samples collected during the Interim
Groundwater Monitoring Program Q7 monitoring round. The concentration of chloride
was greater than its Secondary MCL of 250 mg/L in one sample, (377 mg/L) in a
groundwater sample collected from Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT114A,
located east of the Site. These results are consistent with the sporadic exceedances of the
chloride Secondary MCL during previous monitoring rounds.

Sulfate was detected in all 35 groundwater samples collected during the Interim
Groundwater Monitoring Program Q7 monitoring round. Sulfate concentrations were
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greater than the Secondary MCL of 250 mg/L in 8 of these samples. CRA calculated the
following BVs for sulfate in the Himco Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report
(CRA, 2010):

* Upper Aquifer - 965 mg/L
* Intermediate Aquifer - 430 mg/L
* Lower Aquifer- 68.7 mg/L

CRA selected sulfate for discussion purposes because calcium sulfate was one of the
primary waste materials deposited in the landfill and it because it is present at
concentrations greater than the Secondary MCL.

Figure 4.24 presents the concentration of sulfate in groundwater samples collected from
Upper Aquifer monitoring wells during the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program
Q7 monitoring round. The Upper Aquifer BV is 965 mg/L for sulfate. The maximum
concentration of sulfate detected in groundwater samples from the Upper Aquifer
during the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program Q7 monitoring round was
940 mg/L in a groundwater sample collected from monitoring well WT116A, located
along the southern Site boundary. The groundwater samples from Upper Aquifer
monitoring wells WT101A, WTI111A, WT117C, and WTI119B contained sulfate
concentrations that exceed the Secondary MCL of 250 mg/L, but were less than the
Upper Aquifer BV of 965 mg/L for sulfate. This is consistent with the results from
previous monitoring rounds. Sulfate concentrations in excess of the 250 mg/L in the
Upper Aquifer are restricted to the area of the southern Site boundary.

Figure 4.25 presents the concentration of sulfate in groundwater samples collected from
Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells during the Interim Groundwater Monitoring
Program Q7 monitoring round. The Intermediate Aquifer BV is 430 mg/L for sulfate. It
was not exceeded in the Intermediate Aquifer groundwater samples collected during the
Interim  Groundwater Monitoring Program Q7 monitoring round. Sulfate
concentrations exceeded the secondary MCL of 250 mg/L in groundwater samples
collected from Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells WT117B and WT117D, located
near the south west corner of the Site. Elsewhere, sulfate concentrations in the
Intermediate Aquifer beneath the Site were less than 250 mg/L. CRA evaluated trends
in the groundwater quality data in the Annual groundwater monitoring report
CRA, 2010) and identified decreasing trends in the sulfate concentrations in
groundwater samples collected from Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells WT101B,
WT102B and WTE1. Sulfate concentrations in excess of 250 mg/L in the Intermediate
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Aquifer are restricted to the southern Site boundary. This is consistent with the results

from previous monitoring rounds.

Figure 4.26 shows the concentration of sulfate in groundwater samples collected from
Lower Aquifer monitoring wells during the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program
Q7 monitoring round. The concentration of sulfate in groundwater samples collected
from Lower Aquifer monitoring wells ranged from 0.26 ] mg/L in a groundwater
sample collected from monitoring well WT101C located in the southeast corner of the
Site, to 166 mg/L in a groundwater sample collected from monitoring well WTE3,
located near the southern Site boundary. Sulfate concentrations in groundwater samples
collected from Lower Aquifer monitoring wells did not exceed the Secondary MCL of
250 mg/L. The only sulfate concentration that was greater than the Lower Aquifer BV
of 68.7 mg/L was in a groundwater sample collected from WTE3. This is consistent
with the results of previous monitoring rounds. CRA identified a decreasing trend in the
sulfate concentrations in groundwater samples collected from Lower Aquifer
monitoring well WT102C in the Himco Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report
(CRA, 2010).
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5.0

PHASE I VAS RESULTS VERSUS PHASE II MONITORING WELL RESULTS

51 INTRODUCTION

This Section compares the data collected from Phase Il groundwater monitoring wells
with the data collected at these same locations during the Phase I VAS program. This
Section also discusses a replacement well (WT119B) installed as part of the Phase Il well
installation program.

Some of the Phase 1 VAS boreholes were installed adjacent to existing monitoring wells
to evaluate the well design of the existing monitoring well network, particularly with
respect to the vertical distribution of groundwater contamination in the vicinity of the
Site. CRA designed the Phase Il monitoring well installation program to fill data gaps
identified during the Phasel VAS program, or other gaps in the monitoring network.
The following Phase 11 monitoring wells were installed in May 2010:

Screen Interval Type of
Well Name (ft AMSL) Monitoring Well Rationale
WT101D 699 - 704 Sentinel Secondary metals peak
WTI101E 639 - 644 Sentinel Primary metals peak
WT106B 643 - 648 Sentinel Downgradient of WT101E
WT114C 642 - 647 Detection Primary VOCs peak
WT117C 737 - 742 Detection Primary VOCs peak
WT117D 652 - 657 Detection Primary chromium peak
WT119B 742 - 752 Replacement Existing well damaged
| WT120A 690 - 695 Sentinel | Secondary metals peak
| WT120B 646 - 651 Sentinel Primary metals peak
CWTO2 726 - 731 Detection . Primary VOCs peak
WTO3 678 - 683 Detection | Primary metals peak
WTO4 631 - 636 Detection Primary chromium peak

Historic groundwater data indicated that residential wells located east of the Site have
been affected by Site-related contaminants. VAS borehole VAS114 (shown on
Figure 2.1) was installed in the vicinity of residential well RW-22 (shown on Figure 1.2)
located at 54305 Westwood Drive. 1,2-dichloropropane was detected in a historic
groundwater sample from RW-22 at a concentration that was greater than its Primary
MCL. Phasel VAS borehole VAS120 was installed east of VAS114 to help delineate the
lateral and vertical extent of any VOCs in groundwater east of the Site.

VAS boreholes VASO, VAS101, VAS116, and VAS117 were installed around the
southern and eastern perimeters of the landfill. These boreholes were completed at
existing or former monitoring well nests, as shown on Figure 2.1.
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Plumes of VOCs or SVOCs have never been detected south of the Site; however, there is
a potential for Site-related contaminants to migrate south of the Site. VAS boreholes
VAS-105 and VAS-106 were installed adjacent to existing monitoring wells WT105A and
WT106A, respectively. The results of groundwater samples collected from these VAS
boreholes delineate the southern extent of the contaminant plume.

5.2 WT101D

VAS borehole VAS101-150 was installed adjacent to monitoring well nest WT101 to
investigate the vertical distribution of contaminants in the vicinity of WT101. Phase Il
monitoring well WT101D was installed to investigate a secondary peak in metals
concentrations in the groundwater samples collected from 701 ft AMSL in Phase |
borehole VAS101-150. The following table compares the arsenic, calcium, iron, lead and
manganese data for the groundwater samples collected from WT101D in June 2010 to
the concentrations in the 701 ft AMSL groundwater sample from VAS101-150:

Primary Secondary RDA VAS101-150 WT101D

MCL MCL (701 ft (06/15/10)
AMSL)
Arsenic (ug/L) 10 - - 61.1 1.2
Calcium (mg/L) - - 250 735 93.51
Chromium (pg/L) 100 - - 953 10U
Iron (mg/L) - 300 1,000 150 215
Lead (ug/L) 15 - - 122 30U
Manganese (ug/L) - 50 - 3,320 57.1

Arsenic, calcium, iron, and manganese concentrations in the sample from the
monitoring well were 1 to 2 orders. of magnitude less than the corresponding VAS
borehole sample. The VAS sample detections are biased high with respect to arsenic,
calcium, iron, lead, and manganese concentrations. Similarly, lead was not detected
(RDL =3.0 pg/L) in the sample from WT101D, but was detected at a concentration of
122 ug/L in the sample from monitoring well WT101E. Chromium was detected at a
concentration of 953 pg/L in the 701 ft AMSL sample from VAS101-150, but chromium
was not detected (RDL = 10 ug/L) in the sample from monitoring well WT101D. The
lead and chromium detections in VAS borehole samples are false positive detections and
are not representative of groundwater quality. The monitoring well data for WT101D
are consistent with the relatively rare detections of chromium in groundwater samples

collected from the monitoring well network.
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5.3 WT101E

Phase 1l monitoring well WT101E was installed to investigate peak metal concentrations
in the groundwater samples collected from Phasel borehole VAS101-150. The
maximum arsenic, calcium, iron, lead and manganese concentrations in the
groundwater samples collected from the VAS101-150 groundwater samples all occur in
the sample collected from an elevation of 641 ft AMSL. The following table compares
the data for the groundwater sample collected from WTI01E in June 2010 to the
concentrations measured in the 641 ft AMSL sample from VAS101-150:

Primmary Secondary RDA BV VAS101-150 WT101E

MCL MCL (641 ft AMSL)  (06/15/10)

Arsenic 10 - - 79 110 3.6
(ng/L)

Calcium - - 250 86 1,060 101
(mg/L)

Iron - 0.3 1 1.87 290 4.46
(mg/L)

Chromium 100 - - 89 1,970 10.0U
(ng/L)

Lead 15 - - 30U 187 3.0U
(ng/L)

Manganese - 50 - 173 5,250 53.1
(ng/L)

Arsenic, calcium, iron, and manganese concentrations in the sample from the
monitoring well were 1 to 2 orders of magnitude less than the corresponding VAS
borehole sample. The VAS sample detections are biased high with respect to arsenic,
calcium, iron, and manganese concentrations. Similarly, lead was not detected
(RDL =3.0 pg/L) in the sample from monitoring well WT101E, but was detected at a
concentration of 187 ug/L in the sample from VAS101-150. While not the maximum
concentration, chromium was detected at a concentration of 1,970 ug/L in the
641 ft AMSL sample from VAS101-150, but chromium was not detected (RDL =10 pg/L)
in the sample from monitoring well WT101E. Lead and chromium detections in VAS
borehole samples represent false positive detections and are not representative of
groundwater quality. The monitoring well data for WT101E are consistent with the
relatively rare detections of chromium in groundwater samples collected from the
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monitoring well network. Trace concentrations (<5 pg/L) of VOCs were detected in the
groundwater samples collected from WT101E.

5.4 WT106B

CRA installed Phase Il Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT106B downgradient of
WTI101E to provide lateral delineation of contaminants in the vicinity of monitoring well
nest WT101, and act as a downgradient sentinel well in the Intermediate Aquifer south
of the Site. Vinyl chloride was detected at a concentration of 1.1 pg/L in the sample
from WT106B, less than the Primary MCL of 2.0 ug/L.

The concentration of arsenic in the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program
groundwater sample collected from Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT106B was
greater than the Primary MCL of 10 ug/L.

5.5 WT114C

Phase Il Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT114C was installed to evaluate the
peak VOC concentrations in the groundwater samples collected from VAS5114-150
during the Phase I Groundwater Investigation. The maximum 1,1-DCA concentration
from the VAS114-150 groundwater samples was 8.7 ng/L in the sample collected from
645 ft AMSL. 1,1-DCA was the only VOC detected in the sample collected from
645 ft AMSL in borehole VAS114-150. Monitoring well WT114C was sampled in
June 2010 and 1,1-DCA was detected in the sample at a concentration of 6.1 ug/L.
1,1-DCA was the only VOC detected in the sample collected from Intermediate Aquifer
monitoring well WT114C. This is consistent with the widespread, low concentration
detections of 1,1-DCA in groundwater south and east of the Site. The VOC results for
the VAS samples from VAS114-150 appear to be representative of groundwater quality.

One of the objectives of the groundwater investigations is to delineate
1,2-dichloropropane detected historically in a sample from the residential well at
54305 Westwood Drive, immediately east of the Site. The results of the groundwater
quality monitoring at the WT114 monitoring well nest indicate that there is no plume of
VOCs in excess of primary MCLs in the vicinity at 54305 Westwood Drive. CRA
recommends continuing routine groundwater monitoring to confirm the groundwater
quality results for groundwater samples collected to date from the WT114 monitoring

well nest.
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5.6 WT117C

Phase II Upper Aquifer monitoring well WT117C was installed to evaluate the peak
VOC concentrations in the groundwater samples collected from VAS117-150 during the
Phase | Groundwater Investigation. The following table compares the data for the
groundwater sample collected from WT117C in June 2010 to the concentrations
measured in the 739 ft AMSL sample from VAS117-150:

Primary Tapwater VAS117-150 WT117C

MCL RSL (739 ft (06/17/10)
AMSL)
1,1-DCA (pg/L) - 24 4.8 57
cis-1,2-DCE (ug/L) 70 - 0.72] 1.0
Vinyl Chloride (ug/L) 2 - 1.9 2.0

These results are consistent with the widespread, low concentration detections of vinyl
chloride and 1,2-DCE in the Upper Aquifer groundwater along the southern edge of the
landfill. The VOC results for the VAS samples from VAS117-150 appear to be

representative of groundwater quality.

5.7 WT117D

Phase Il Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT117D was installed to evaluate the
peak chromium concentration in the groundwater samples collected from VAS117
during the Phase | Groundwater Investigation. The maximum chromium concentration
from the VAS117 groundwater samples was 1,050 ug/L in the sample collected from
653 ft AMSL. Monitoring well WT117D was sampled in June 2010 and chromium was
not detected (RDL =10 pg/L). This is consistent with the relatively rare detections of
chromium in groundwater samples collected from the monitoring well network. This
sample confirms CRA's earlier statement that the chromium detections in VAS borehole
samples are false positive detections and are not representative of groundwater quality.

58 WT119B

CRA installed Phase Il Upper Aquifer monitoring well WT119B to replace damaged
monitoring well WT119A. CRA sampled WT119B in june 2010. VOCs and SVOCs were
not detected in the groundwater sample collected from WT119B. Metals and general
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chemistry compounds were detected, and the data are discussed in Section 4.0 of this

report.

5.9 WT120A

CRA installed PhaseIl Upper Aquifer monitoring well WT120A to investigate a
secondary peak of metal concentrations in the groundwater samples collected from
Phasel borehole VAS120-150. The following table compares the data for the
groundwater sample collected from WTI120A in June 2010 to the concentrations
measured in the 673 ft AMSL sample from VAS120-150:

Primary Secondary  RDA VAS120-150  WT120B

MCL MCL (673 ft (06/21/10)
AMSL)
Arsenic (ug/L) 10 - - 54.1 4.3
Calcium (mg/L) - - 250 446 74.5
Chromium (ug/L) 100 - - 915 10U
Iron (mg/L) - 300 1,000 77.6 0.732
Lead (ng/L) 15 - - 65.5 30U
Manganese (ug/L) - 50 - 220 101

Chromium was detected at a concentration of 915 pg/L in the 692 ft AMSL sample from
VAS120-150. Chromium was not detected (RDL=10pg/L) in the sample from
monitoring well WT120A. This is consistent with the relatively rare detections of
chromium in groundwater samples collected from the monitoring well network. As
evidenced by these data and others, the chromium detection in VAS borehole samples
represent false positive detections and are not representative of groundwater quality.

5.10 WT120B

CRA installed Phase II Upper Aquifer monitoring well WT120B to investigate maximum
metal concentrations in the groundwater samples collected from Phasel borehole

VAS120-150.

The maximum arsenic, calcium, iron, lead, and manganese concentrations in the
groundwater samples collected from the VAS120-150 borehole all occur in the sample
collected from an elevation of 652 ft AMSL. The following table compares the data for
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the groundwater sample collected from WT120B in June 2010 to the concentrations
measured in the 652 ft AMSL sample from VAS120-150:

Primary Secondary RDA VAS120-150 WT120B

MCL MCL (652 ft (06/21/10)
AMSL)
Arsenic (ug/L) 10 - - 90.2 19.7
Calcium (mg/L) - - 250 1,170 795
Chromium (pg/L) 100 - - 874 10U
Iron (mg/L) - 300 1,000 313 3.36
Lead (ug/L) 15 - - 253 3.0U
Manganese (nug/L) - 50 - 757 40.3

Calcium, iron, and manganese concentration in the sample from the monitoring well
were 1 to 2 orders of magnitude lower than the corresponding VAS borehole sample.
The VAS sample detections are biased high with respect to calcium, iron, and
manganese concentrations. Similarly, lead was not detected (RDL = 3.0 pg/L) in the
sample from WT120B but was detected at a concentration of 253 ug/L in the sample
from VAS120-150. While not the maximum concentration, chromium was detected at a
concentration of 874 ug/L in the 652 ft AMSL sample from VAS120-150, but chromium
"vas not detected (RDL = 10 ug/L) in the sample from monitoring well WT120B. This is
consistent with the relatively rare detections of chromium in groundwater samples
collected from the monitoring well network. The lead and chromium detection in VAS
borehole samples represent false positive detections and are not representative of
groundwater quality.

5.11 WTO2

Phase Il Upper Aquifer monitoring well WTO2 was installed to evaluate the peak VOC
concentrations in the groundwater samples collected from VASO-50 during the Phase I
Groundwater Investigation. The maximum 1,1-DCA concentration from the VASO-50
groundwater samples was 7.1 ug/L in the sample collected from 728 ft AMSL. Vinyl
chloride and 1,2-DCE were detected in the VASO-50 sample from 728 ft AMSL at
concentrations of 2.2 pg/L and 1.2 ug/L, respectively. Monitoring well WTO2 was
sampled in June 2010. 1,1-DCA, vinyl chloride and 1,2-DCE were not detected
(RDL =1.0). These data are consistent with the widespread, low concentration
detections of VOCs in Upper Aquifer groundwater south and east of the Site.
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5.12 WTO3

Phase II Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WTO3 was installed to investigate peak
metal concentrations in the groundwater samples collected from Phasel borehole
VASO-150. The maximum arsenic, calcium, iron, lead and manganese concentrations in
the groundwater samples collected from the VASO-150 groundwater samples all occur
in the sample collected from an elevation of 673 ft AMSL. The following table compares
the data for the groundwater sample collected from WTO3 in June 2010 to the
concentrations measured in the 673 ft AMSL sample from VASO-150:

Primary Secondary RDA VASO-150 WTO3

MCL MCL (673 ft (06/16/10)
AMSL)
Arsenic (ug/L) 10 - - 184 3.6
Calcium (mg/L) - - 250 2,360 51.7
Chromium (ug/L) 100 - - 243 10U
Iron (mg/L) - 300 1,000 345 0.491
Lead (ng/L) 15 - - 148 3.0U
Manganese (ug/L) - 50 - 14,100 149

Arsenic, calcium, iron, and manganese concentrations in the sample from the
monitoring well were 1 to 2 orders of magnitude less than the corresponding VAS
borehole sample. VAS sample results are biased high with respect to arsenic, calcium,
iron, and manganese concentrations. Similarly, lead was not detected (RDL = 3.0 ug/L)
in the sample from WTO3 but was detected at a concentration of 148 nug/L in the sample
from borehole VASO-150. Chromium was present at a concentration of 243 pug/L in the
673 ft AMSL sample from VASO-150. Chromium was not detected (RDL =10 pg/L) in
the sample from monitoring well WTO3. These data are consistent with the relatively
rare detections of lead and chromium in groundwater samples collected from the
monitoring well network. The lead and chromium detections in VAS borehole samples
represent false positive detections and are not representative of groundwater quality.

513 WTO4

CRA installed Phase II Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WTO4 to evaluate the peak
chromium concentration in the groundwater samples collected from VASO-150 during
the Phase I Groundwater Investigation. The maximum chromium concentration from
the VASO-150 groundwater samples was 7,680 ug/L in the sample collected from
633 ft AMSL. Monitoring well WTO4 was sampled in June 2010 and chromium was
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detected at a concentration of 2.4 ug/L. The VAS sample concentration was three orders
of magnitude higher than the monitoring well sample concentration, which is consistent
with other VAS sample results that are based high and are not representative of actual

groundwater conditions.
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6.0

PHASE I1 VERTICAL AQUIFER SAMPLING (VAS) RESULTS

6.1 INTRODUCTION

Figure 2.1 presents the locations of the Phase Il VAS boreholes. The following is the
rationale for the Phase I VAS boreholes:

Rationale
Landfill Area
VAS101-225 Investigate eastern and vertical plume(s) limits
VAS115-175 Investigate core of plume and vertical plume(s) limits
Southern off Site
VAS106-225 Investigate southern and vertical plume(s) limits
VAS121-225 Investigate southern and vertical plume(s) limits

CRA collected data from VAS115-175 to aid in the vertical delineation of benzene and
metals in groundwater at this location in the Upper and Intermediate Aquifers. CRA
collected groundwater screening data from VAS101-225, VAS106-225, and VAS121-225
to determine if groundwater contaminants are present in the Lower Aquifer, if
preferential contaminant migration pathways exist in the Lower Aquifer, and if
permanent Lower Aquifer monitoring wells are required at these locations.

CRA collected groundwater samples from the four Phase Il VAS boreholes and analyzed
them for VOCs. Table 6.1 summarizes the VOCs detected in groundwater samples
collected from the Phase I VAS boreholes.

Benzene was detected in groundwater samples collected from 737 ft AMSL and
727 ft AMSL from VAS115 at concentrations of 18 pg/L and 16 pg/L, respectively.
These detections are greater than the Primary MCL of 5 ug/L for benzene. These were
the only Phase Il VAS groundwater samples containing VOCs at a concentration greater
than a Primary MCL.

CRA selected the following VOCs for screening purposes and further discussion because
they were frequently detected or, in the case of benzene, cis-1,2 DCE and vinyl chloride,
they were frequently detected in groundwater samples collected from monitoring wells
located in the vicinity of the southern portion of the Site:
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Primnary | Detected | Maximum | Percentage | Number of
Parameter MCL | Percentage | Detection | of MCL | Exceedances
(ug/L) (ng/L)
Carbon disulfide - 89% 19 - -
Toluene 1,000 83% 1.7 0.17% 0
Xylene (total) 10,000 50% 17 0.017% 0
Methyl cyclohexane - 46% 1 - - \
Cyclohexane - 39% 0.7 ; - - |
1,1-DCA - 28% 7.5 - -
| Benzene 5 17% 18 360% 2 |
| MEK - 13% 5.8 - - ;
| cis-1,2-DCE 70 11% 14 2% 0 3
| Vinyl chloride 2 7% 0.68 34% | 0

The VOC data for the VAS groundwater samples are characterized by the presence of
widespread, low-concentration VOCs. This is not consistent with distinct plumes of
VOCs that are greater than their respective MCLs or preferential contaminant migration

pathways.

CRA collected 46 groundwater samples from the four Phase Il VAS boreholes and
analyzed them for TAL metals. Table 6.2 summarizes the TAL metals detected in
groundwater samples collected from the Phase Il VAS boreholes. Several metals had
videspread exceedances of their respective criteria.  These include Primary
MCLs/ Action Level (arsenic, chromium, and lead), Secondary MCLs (aluminum, iron,
and manganese) and RDA (calcium) as shown in Table 6.2. These metals are discussed
in the following subsections because they were frequently detected, often at
concentrations that were greater than their respective criteria.

CRA also selected sulfate for discussion purposes because it was detected in 41 percent
of the Phase Il VAS groundwater samples and calcium sulfate is one of the primary

landfill constituents.

The groundwater sample data collected from the Phasell VAS boreholes are for
screening purposes only. They are not compliance samples. VAS groundwater samples
were turbid, usually over 1,000 NTU. VAS groundwater samples were collected via the
SimulProbe® sampling tool. These are essentially grab samples and the SimulProbe®
sampler is not designed to address sample turbidity. This contrasts with the
groundwater samples collected from the monitoring wells where low-flow groundwater
sampling techniques minimize sample turbidity. CRA's review of VAS groundwater
screening results as compared to the Phase Il monitoring well groundwater quality
results, as provided in Section 5.0, concluded that arsenic, calcium, iron, and manganese

concentrations in samples from monitoring wells were generally one to two orders of
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magnitude less than the corresponding VAS borehole sample, and VAS sample results
are biased high with respect to arsenic, calcium, iron, and manganese concentrations.
Lead and chromium were present, sometimes at concentrations in excess of 1,000 ng/L,
in the VAS groundwater screening samples but they were typically not detected
(RDL =10 pg/L) in the compliance samples from the corresponding monitoring well
sample. The lead and chromium detected in VAS borehole groundwater screening
samples generally represent false positive detections and are not representative of
groundwater quality. This is consistent with the relatively rare detections of lead and
chromium in groundwater samples collected from the other wells in the monitoring well

network.

Overall, CRA considers the metals results from the VAS groundwater samples to be less
representative of actual groundwater quality than the VOC results, which are less
affected by sample turbidity.

6.2 VAS101-225

Figure 2.1 presents the location of Phasell borehole VAS101-225. VAS101-60 and
VAS101-150 were installed during the Phase I Groundwater Investigation adjacent to
existing monitoring wells WT101A, WT101B, and WT101C, located in the southeast
corner of the Site. VAS101-60 and VAS101-150 were installed to investigate eastern and
vertical plume limits in the Upper and Intermediate Aquifers. Based on the results of
the Phase 1 Groundwater Investigation, CRA installed Phase II monitoring wells
WT101D and WT101E in the Intermediate Aquifer. VAS101-225 was completed during
the Phase Il Groundwater Investigation to determine if groundwater contaminants are
present in the Lower Aquifer, if preferential contaminant migration pathways exist in
the Lower Aquifer, and a permanent Lower Aquifer monitoring well is required at this
location. VAS101-60, VAS101-150, VAS101-225, WT101A, WT101B, WT101C, WT101D
and WT101E and the stratigraphy in the vicinity of the WT101 wells are shown on
Figure 3.4 (Cross Section B-B').

The concentration of VOCs versus elevation in groundwater samples collected from
VAS101-60, VAS101-150 and VAS101-225 are provided on Figure 6.1. CRA collected
Phase II groundwater screening samples from VAS101-225 at elevations of
approximately 546 ft AMSL to 606 ft AMSL. VOCs were rarely detected and when they
were their concentrations were less than 3 ug/L. Based on VOC results, there is no
evidence of VOC impact to Lower Aquifer groundwater or preferential contaminant

migration pathways in the vicinity of VAS101-225.
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Figure 6.2 provides a plot of concentration of selected metals and sulfate with depth in
groundwater samples collected from VAS101-225. For the Phase 11 VAS101-225 samples,
between 546 ft AMSL and 606 ft AMSL, calcium concentrations peak at 735 mg/L in the
groundwater sample collected from 556 ft AMSL. Manganese concentrations showed a
similar pattern, with a peak concentration of 3,850 ug/L in the groundwater samples
collected from 556 ft AMSL. The distribution of chromium was similar except its peak
concentration of 270 1ig/L occurred at 546 ft AMSL.

The comparison of VAS groundwater screening results to Phase Il monitoring well
groundwater quality results in Section 5.0 concluded that the VAS sample results are
biased high with respect to arsenic, calcium, iron, and manganese concentrations. The
lead and chromium detections in VAS borehole samples represent false positive
detections and are not representative of groundwater quality. Based on this review, and
the data review provided in Section 4.0, CRA recommends no additional monitoring
wells be installed at the WT101 well nest.

6.3 VAS 106-225

Figure 2.1 presents the location of Phase 11 borehole VAS106-225, south of the southeast
corner of Site. CRA installed VAS106-50 and VAS106-150 to an elevation of 608 ft AMSL
during the Phase I Groundwater Investigation (CRA, 2009) to investigate groundwater
quality downgradient of the Site, particularly in the Intermediate Aquifer. There are no
distinct contaminant migration pathways evident in the results from groundwater
samples collected at VAS106-50 and VAS106-150. During the Phase Il Groundwater
Investigation, CRA installed new Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT106B
adjacent to WT106A. VAS106-50, VAS106-150, VAS106-225, WT106A and WT106B are
shown on Figure 3.5 (Cross Section C-C') and Figure 3.7 (Cross Section F-F'). Section 5.0
includes a discussion of the results from groundwater samples collected from WT106B.

CRA installed VAS106-225 southeast of the Site during the Phase Il Groundwater
Investigation. CRA used groundwater screening data from VAS106-225 to determine if
groundwater contaminants are present in the Lower Aquifer southeast of the Site, if
preferential contaminant migration pathways exist in the Lower Aquifer and if
permanent Lower Aquifer monitoring wells are required at these locations.

Figure 6.3 provides a plot of the concentration of VOCs versus depth in groundwater
samples collected from VAS106-225. The maximum VOC concentrations typically
occurred in the shallow Phase I samples collected above an elevation of 720 ft AMSL.
VOC concentrations decreased with depth and are typically less than 1 pg/L below an
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elevation of 720ft AMSL. This is consistent with trace (<1 pg/L) localized
concentrations of VOCs present in the Upper and Intermediate Aquifers. With the
exception of MEK at a concentration of 2.2 pg/L in the groundwater sample collected
from 603 ft AMSL, the Lower Aquifer VOC concentrations are less than 1 ug/L. The
VOC results from groundwater samples collected at VAS106-225 do not show evidence

of any preferential contaminant migration pathways.

Figure 6.4 provides the concentrations of selected metals and sulfate versus depth in
groundwater samples collected from VAS106-225. CRA collected Phase II VAS106-225
groundwater screening samples from an elevation of approximately 553 ft AMSL to
603 ft AMSL.  Metals are present at concentrations less than 500 ug/L above
approximately 600 ft AMSL. Maximum calcium (4,220 mg/L), manganese (1,990 pg/L),
lead (573 pg/L), iron (814 mg/L), and chromium (5,190 ug/L) concentrations were
detected in the groundwater sample collected from the Lower Aquifer at 553 ft AMSL.

The comparison of VAS groundwater screening results to Phase Il monitoring well
groundwater quality results in Section 5.0 concluded that the VAS samples results are
biased high with respect to arsenic, calcium, iron, and manganese concentrations, and
the lead and chromium detections in VAS borehole samples generally represent false
positive detections and are not representative of groundwater quality. However, the
concentrations of these parameters in the groundwater screening sample collected from
553 ft AMSL are among the highest observed during the Groundwater Investigation.
Therefore, CRA recommends that new Lower Aquifer monitoring well WT106C be
installed at an elevation of 550 ft AMSL to 555 ft AMSL. This corresponds to the
maximum calcium and manganese concentrations in groundwater samples collected
from VAS106-225. Groundwater quality data from samples collected from WT106C will
verify VAS metals results are biased high and will determine if Site activities have
impacted the Lower Aquifer south of the Site.

6.4 VAS115-175

Figure 2.1 presents the location of Phase II borehole VAS115-175. Groundwater samples
collected from Upper Aquifer monitoring well WT115A contained benzene at
concentrations that were greater than the Primary MCL of 5pug/L. This is the only
location at the Site where a VOC concentration in a groundwater sample collected from
a monitoring well exceeded its Primary MCL. The groundwater samples collected from
WT115A also contained metals that were greater than their Primary MCLs, albeit in
turbid samples. CRA installed VAS borehole VAS115-175 adjacent to WT115A to an
approximate depth of 175 ft (585 ft AMSL), which corresponds to the elevation of the
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Unnamed Clay layer. The results for groundwater samples collected from VAS115-175
provide vertical delineation of benzene- and metals-impacted groundwater at this
location in the Upper and Intermediate Aquifers. WT115A and VAS115-175 are shown
on Figure 3.6 (Cross Section B-B') and Figure 3.7 (Cross Section E-E').

Figure 6.5 shows a plot of the concentration of VOCs with depth in groundwater
samples collected from VAS115-175. Benzene concentrations peak at 18 pg/L in the
groundwater sample collected at 737 ft AMSL. Carbon disulfide concentrations peak at
19 ug/L in the groundwater sample collected at 727 ft AMSL. The peak 1,1-DCA
concentration of 7.5 ng/L occurred in the groundwater sample collected at 717 ft AMSL.
The concentrations of these three VOCs decrease with depth and the concentrations of
all three VOCs are less than 2 pg/L in samples below the groundwater sample collected
from 697 ft AMSL. Other VOCs were detected in the groundwater samples collected
from VAS115-175, but no VOCs were detected at concentrations greater than 2 ug/L.

Figure 6.6 illustrates the concentrations of selected metals and sulfate with depth in
groundwater samples collected from VAS115-175. The highest calcium concentrations

were 461 mg/L and 464 mg/L from samples collected at 737 ft AMSL and 727 ft AMSL,
respectively. There were no other obvious peak concentrations.

The analvtical data for groundwater samples collected from VAS115-175 delineate
benzene concentrations in the vicinity of WT115A in the Upper and Intermediate
Aquifers. CRA recommends that the PSDs install new Upper Aquifer monitoring well
WT115B to be screened at a depth corresponding to the peak benzene concentration in
the groundwater sample (737 ft AMSL). This also corresponds to the second highest
calcium concentration in groundwater samples collected from VAS115-175. Proposed
monitoring well WT115B will serve as a detection monitoring well for the peak benzene
concentration observed in groundwater samples collected from the Site. Carbon
disulfide and 1,1-DCA peak at slightly different elevations than benzene at this location,
but neither of these VOCs has an MCL. CRA also recommends that the PSDs install new
Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT115C at an elevation of 695 ft AMSL to
700 ft AMSL. WT115C will be used to monitor the vertical limits of the benzene plume
present in the Upper Aquifer at WT115B. Existing monitoring well WT115A should
remain in the Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program pending the interpretation of
the results of groundwater sampling from the proposed monitoring wells WT115B and
WT115C.
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6.5 VAS121-225

CRA installed VAS121-225 southeast of the Site during the Phase Il Groundwater
Investigation at the location shown on Figure 2.1. There are no monitoring wells at this
location. CRA used groundwater screening data from VAS121-225 to determine if
groundwater contaminants are present in the Lower Aquifer southeast of the Site, if
preferential contaminant migration pathways exist in the Lower Aquifer, and if
permanent Lower Aquifer monitoring wells are required at these locations. The
stratigraphy in this vicinity is shown on Figure 3.7 (Cross Section C-C').

Figure 6.7 illustrates the concentrations of VOCs with depth in groundwater samples
collected from VAS121-225. Carbon disulfide was detected in some of the groundwater
samples collected from VAS121-225, with a peak concentration of 14 ug/L detected in
the groundwater sample collected at 573 ft AMSL. Methylethylketone (MEK) was
detected in groundwater samples collected from VAS121-225 at concentrations up to
58 ng/L. Other VOCs in groundwater samples collected from VAS121-225 were
typically detected at concentrations less than 1ug/L. Based on the VOC data for
groundwater samples collected from VAS121-225, there are no other obvious peak
concentrations or preferential groundwater migration pathways in the vicinity of
VAS121-225.

Figure 6.8 provides the concentration of selected metals and sulfate versus depth in
groundwater samples collected from VAS121-225. Calcium concentrations peak at
3,410 mg/L in the groundwater sample collected at 703 ft AMSL. Manganese, iron, lead,
and arsenic also peak in the groundwater sample collected at 703 ft AMSL. A secondary
metals peak occurs in the groundwater samples collected from the Lower Aquifer at
553 ft AMSL.

In Section 3.0, CRA recommended installing Upper Aquifer monitoring well WT121A at
the location of VAS121-225 to delineate Upper Aquifer groundwater flow southeast of
the Site. There are no distinct peaks in VOC concentrations with depth and relatively
low overall concentrations in the groundwater samples collected from VAS121-225. The
comparison of VAS groundwater screening results to the Phase Il monitoring well
groundwater quality results in Section 5.0 concluded the VAS samples results are biased
high with respect to arsenic, calcium, iron, and manganese concentrations, and the lead
and chromium detections in VAS borehole samples typically represent false positive
detections and are not representative of groundwater quality. However, the
concentrations of these parameters in the sample collected from 703 ft AMSL are among
the highest observed during the Groundwater Investigation. Therefore, CRA
recommends installing monitoring well WT121B at the primary peak metals
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concentration at 703 ft AMSL to verify that VAS metals results are biased high and to
determine if Site activities have impacted the Intermediate Aquifer south of the Site.
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7.0

CONCLUSIONS AND PHASE III GROUNDWATER
INVESTIGATION SCOPE OF WORK

71 CONCLUSIONS

The Phase I Groundwater Investigation was designed to further the characterization of
the hydrogeological conditions and groundwater quality beneath the Site. The Phase II
Groundwater Investigation has addressed data gaps identified during the Phase I
Groundwater Investigation. The main conclusions of the Groundwater Investigations

are summarized below.

Hydrogeology

The Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer separates the Intermediate Aquifer from the Lower
Aquifer and is continuous beneath the southeast corner of the Site and southeast of the
Site. The Lower Aquifer is composed mainly of fine sand and is approximately 30 feet
thick beneath the southeast corner of the Site and south east of the Site. Blue green shale
underlies the overburden sequence at an elevation that ranges from 536 ft AMSL to
541 ft AMSL. Groundwater flows south-southeasterly beneath the Site, consistent with
the regional groundwater flow pattern.

Groundwater Quality Monitoring

There is a benzene plume of limited horizontal and vertical extent in the Upper Aquifer
in the vicinity of on-Site monitoring well WT115A. There is limited groundwater impact
from the landfill around the perimeter of the landfill. The pattern of widespread,
low-concentration 1,1-DCA, cis-1,2-DCE, vinyl chloride, and carbon disulfide detections
along the southern Site boundary is consistent with residual contamination undergoing
degradation in the absence of ongoing contaminant loading. Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate
was detected intermittently in groundwater samples that were widely dispersed, both
laterally and vertically, both upgradient and down gradient of the Site and typically at
low concentrations. This suggests that bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate may not be
completely, if at all, attributable to Site activities.

There are rare, widespread and inconsistent detections of lead and arsenic at
concentrations greater than the Primary MCLs/Action Level in groundwater samples
collected south of the Site.

The BVs for iron, manganese, calcium and sulfate in the Upper Aquifer are all greater
than their respective Secondary MCLs and/or RDAs.  Groundwater sample
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concentrations greater than the Upper Aquifer BVs for iron, manganese and calcium are
restricted to the Site. There were no groundwater samples containing sulfate at
concentrations that exceeded the Upper Aquifer BV for sulfate.

The BVs for iron, manganese, and sulfate in the Intermediate Aquifer are all greater than
their respective Secondary MCLs and/or RDAs. Iron concentrations in groundwater
samples collected from two Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells, located east and
south of the Site, were greater than the Upper Aquifer iron BV of 1,870 ng/L. The
manganese concentration in a groundwater sample collected from one of the off-Site
Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells located east of the Site was greater than the BV of
173 ug/L for manganese. The Intermediate Aquifer BV (86 mg/L) for calcium is less
than the RDA (250 mg/L). Calcium concentrations in groundwater samples collected
from Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells located along the southern portion of the
Site and south of the Site exceeded the BV, but not the RDA. Sulfate concentrations in
groundwater samples collected from Intermediate Aquifer monitoring wells located in
the southwest corner of the Site exceeded the Secondary MCL of 250 mg/L, but none of
the sample concentrations exceeded the Intermediate Aquifer BV of 430 mg/L for
sulfate.

The Lower Aquifer BVs for iron and manganese are greater than the Secondary MCLs
and/or RDA. Iron and manganese concentrations in groundwater samples collected
from the Lower Aquifer monitoring wells during the Q7 Interim Groundwater
Monitoring Program round were less than their respective BVs. Calcium and sulfate
concentrations in groundwater samples collected from the Lower Aquifer monitoring
wells during the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program were less than their
RDA and Secondary MCL, respectively.

VAS

The VOC results for the Phase Il VAS groundwater screening samples are characterized
by widespread VOCs at low concentrations. This is not consistent with a distinct plume
of VOCs emanating from the Site.

Several metals detected in the Phasell VAS groundwater screening samples had
widespread, almost universal, exceedances of their respective criteria (Primary MCLs,
Secondary MCLs, or RDAs). The VAS sample results are biased high with respect to
arsenic, calcium, iron, and manganese concentrations, likely as a result of elevated
sample turbidity. Lead and chromium detections in VAS borehole samples typically
represent false positive detections and are not representative of groundwater quality.
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Based on the conclusions above, and the assessment provided in this report, CRA
recommends installing additional monitoring wells during the Phase Il Groundwater
Investigation. Section 7.3 presents CRA's rationale for the additional monitoring wells.

7.2 DATA GAP ANALYSIS

The Phase I Groundwater Investigation (CRA, 2009) identified several principal data
gaps. The data gaps and steps taken to address these data gaps are described below.

Data Gap No. 1 - Additional investigative activities are required to confirm the thickness and
lateral extent of the Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer.

The stratigraphic data from Phasell boreholes VAS101-225, VAS106-225, and
VAS121-225 have fully addressed the data gap with respect to the stratigraphy southeast
of the Site. The stratigraphic data from Phase II VAS boreholes confirm that the
Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer is continuous beneath the southeast corner of the Site and
southeast of the Site.

Data Gap No. 2 - There is a lack of high quality stratigraphic information from the deeper strata
at the Site and in particular the Unnamed Silt/Clay Layer and the Lower Aquifer.

The stratigraphic data from Phasell boreholes VAS101-225, VAS106-225, and
VAS121-225 have addressed the data gap with respect to the stratigraphy of the Lower
Aquifer southeast of the Site. The Lower Aquifer underlies the Unnamed Silt/Clay
Layer beneath the southeast corner of the Site and southeast of the Site. The Lower
Aquifer occupies the interval between approximately 570 ft AMSL and 540 ft AMSL, and

consists primarily of fine brown sand.

Data Gap No. 3 - There is a general lack of monitoring wells in the Upper Aquifer along the
eastern Site boundary and east of the Site that makes interpretation of groundwater flow
directions east of the Site difficult.

CRA installed Phase Il monitoring well WTOZ2 along the eastern Site boundary to
address the lack of Upper Aquifer monitoring wells in the area. While this has
improved the delineation of groundwater flow east of the Site, additional monitoring
wells are required to fully address this data gap. Section7.3 provides CRA's
recommendations for additional Phase 111 monitoring wells.
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Data Gap No. 4 - The distribution of Intermediate and Deep Aquifer monitoring wells is
similarly lacking in monitoring wells east of the Site. There are also gaps in the Intermediate and
Deep Aquifer monitoring well network south of the Site.

CRA installed Phase Il Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT106B south of the
southeastern corner of the Site. CRA proposed to install Intermediate Aquifer
monitoring wells WT105B and WT105C south of the Site; however, as of October 2010
the property owner has withheld access to his land. The Trust is continuing to negotiate
access to an area north of the original proposed location for WT105B and WT105C
(where the wells will be part of a new WT122 well nest). One additional Phase III
monitoring well is required to fully address the gap in the Lower Aquifer monitoring
well network south of the Site. Section7.3 provides CRA's recommendations for
additional Phase 11l monitoring wells.

Data Gap No. 5- The Phase I Groundwater Investigation (CRA, 2009) indicated that a data gap
exists with respect to background groundwater quality data.

Groundwater samples were collected during the course of the Interim Groundwater
Monitoring Program in order to have at least 8 data points available to calculate the BVs.
In June 2010, prior to the Q7 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program round, the
owner of the properties where the background monitoring well nest (WT102A, WT102B
and WT102C) is located denied access to the wells. Although CRA previously identified
the BVs as preliminary, no additional data can be collected until access to the
background wells is secured. CRA will recalculate the BVs, as appropriate, if more data
become available, and will include the results in subsequent groundwater investigation
reports.

7.3 PHASE ITIGROUNDWATER INVESTIGATION SCOPE OF WORK

The objectives of the groundwater investigations, as stated in Section 1.2 and previous

reports, are to:

i) Delineate the horizontal and vertical extent of groundwater impact from the
landfill around the perimeter of the landfill

ii) Delineate 1,2-dichloropropane detected in a sample from the residential well at
54305 Westwood Drive, immediately east of the Site

iii) Delineate an appropriate buffer zone east of the Site
iv) Delineate groundwater contaminants that may have migrated south of the Site
V) Provide information required to design an appropriate monitoring well network
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The Phase I and Phase II Groundwater Investigations have met these objectives through
historic data compilation, VAS, new monitoring well installations, routine monitoring,
and detailed review of the data set.

The results of the groundwater quality monitoring at the WT114 monitoring well nest
indicate that there is no plume of VOCs in excess of primary MCLs in the vicinity of
54305 Westwood Drive. CRA recommends routine groundwater monitoring to confirm
the groundwater quality results for groundwater samples collected from the WT114
monitoring well nest.

Some additional investigation is required to complete the delineation of impact to
groundwater from the landfill, complete the delineation of contaminants south and
southeast of the Site, and confirm groundwater flow direction southeast of the Site.

CRA recommends installing the following monitoring wells during the Phase III
Groundwater Investigation:

Screen

Well Interval

Name (ft AMSL) Agquifer Rationale
WT106C 550 - 555 | Lower Aquifer Maximum metals concentration
WT115B 735-740 | Upper Aquifer Maximum benzene concentration
WT115C 695 - 700 | Intermediate Aquifer Sentry monitoring well
WT120C 745 - 750 | Upper Aquifer Delineate groundwater flow
WT121A 735-740 | Upper Aquifer Delineate groundwater flow
WT121B 696 - 701 | Intermediate Aquifer Maximum metals concentration

These proposed monitoring wells will provide groundwater quality data with respect to
the presence of VOCs in groundwater beneath the Site, and groundwater quality data
with respect to metals concentrations in potential preferential migration pathways
identified by the Phase II VAS results. The relatively low VOC concentrations, and the
potential high bias for metals results suggest that groundwater samples collected from
these proposed wells will confirm very limited off-Site migration of Site-related
compounds. If there is limited impairment of groundwater quality in the vicinity of the
proposed wells, some of the proposed wells are well placed to serve as sentinel wells
south of the Site. The following is the detailed rationale for the proposed Phase III
monitoring wells. The locations of the proposed wells are shown on Figure 7.1. The
proposed wells are also depicted on cross sections provided on Figures 7.2 through 7.5.

The cross section locations are shown on Figure 3.2.
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7.3.1 UPPER AQUIFER

CRA recommends installing two new Upper Aquifer monitoring wells to improve the
definition of groundwater flow directions in the Upper Aquifer east and southeast of the
Site. This will fully address the data gap identified during the Phase I Groundwater
Investigation. As shown on Figure 7.1, Upper Aquifer monitoring well WT121A will be
installed at the location of VAS121, located southeast of the Site, and Upper Aquifer
monitoring well WT120C will be installed at the location of well nest WT120.

The data for groundwater samples collected from VAS115-175 delineate benzene in the
vicinity of WT115A in the Upper and Intermediate Aquifers. CRA recommends
installing new Upper Aquifer monitoring well WT115B to monitor the interval of the
peak benzene concentration detected in the VAS115-175 sample collected at
737 ft AMSL. Figure 7.1 shows the location of proposed Upper Aquifer monitoring well
WT115B. Figure7.2 (Cross Section B-B') and Figure 7.4 (Cross Section F-F') show the
proposed elevation of the WT115B well screen (735 ft AMSL to 740 ft AMSL). Proposed
monitoring well WT115B will serve as a detection monitoring well for the peak benzene
concentration observed in groundwater samples collected from the Site.

7.3.2 INTERMEDIATE AQUIFER

CRA recommends installing new Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT115C to
monitor the vertical limits of the benzene plume present in the Upper Aquifer at
WT115B. Figure 7.1 shows the location of proposed Intermediate Aquifer monitoring
well WT115C. Figure 7.2 (Cross Section B-B') and Figure 7.4 (Cross Section F-F') show
the proposed elevation of the WT115C well screen (695 ft AMSL to 700 ft AMSL).
Proposed monitoring well WT115C will be a sentinel monitoring well to delineate the
vertical extent of benzene in the vicinity of the WT115 well nest.

There are no distinct peaks in VOC concentrations with depth and relatively low overall
VOC concentrations in the groundwater samples collected from VAS121-225. As
discussed in Section 6.0, the VAS samples results are biased high with respect to metals
concentrations, and are not typically representative of groundwater quality. However,
since the metals detected in a sample from VAS121-225 are among the highest detected
during the Groundwater Investigations, CRA recommends installing monitoring well
WTI121B at the primary peak metals concentration at 703 ft AMSL to verify that VAS
metals results are biased high, and to determine if Site activities have impacted the
Intermediate Aquifer south of the Site. Figure7.1 shows the location of proposed
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Intermediate Aquifer monitoring well WT121B. Figure 7.3 (Cross Section C-C'} and
Figure 7.5 (Cross Section G-G') show the proposed elevation of the WT121B well screen
(696 ft AMSL to 701 ft AMSL).

7.3.2 LOWER AQUIFER

The concentrations of arsenic, calcium, iron, and manganese in the groundwater
screening sample collected from 553 ft AMSL in Phase II borehole VAS106-225 are
among the highest observed during the Groundwater Investigation. CRA recommends
that the Trust install new Lower Aquifer monitoring well WT106C south of the Site.
Figure 7.1 shows the location of proposed Lower Aquifer monitoring well WT106C.
Figure 7.3 (Cross Section C-C') and Figure 7.4 (Cross Section F-F') show the proposed
elevation of the WT106C well screen (550 ft AMSL to 555 ft AMSL). This corresponds to
the maximum calcium and manganese concentrations in groundwater samples collected
from VAS106-225. Groundwater quality data from samples collected from WT106C will
verify VAS metals results are biased high and determine if Site activities have impacted
the Lower Aquifer south of the Site.

74 INTERIM GROUNDWATER MONITORING PROGRAM

CRA collected the eighth round of quarterly monitoring for the Interim Groundwater
Monitoring Program in September 2010. The PSDs will submit a report to USEPA that
provides the results of the Q8 Interim Groundwater Monitoring Program round and a
rationalization of the groundwater monitoring program, including the scope, frequency
and parameters for future groundwater monitoring.

Following installation and development, the Phase III monitoring wells will be included

in the Groundwater Monitoring Program.
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